United States Court of Appeals 

for the 

District of Columbia Circuit 



TRANSCRIPT OF 
RECORD 



70S MB. JURTIOT 


TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD. 

Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

OCTOBER TERM, 1913. 

No. 2560. 

KATIE M. KROUS, APPELLANT, 

vs. 

HENHV I. KROUS. 



APPEAL FROM THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA. 


FILED MAY 19, 1913. 
PRINTED JUNE 12, 1913. 






Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

OCTOBER TERM, 1913. 

No. 2560. 


KATIE \1. KR0U8, APPELLANT, 

VS. 

HENRY I. KROUS, APPELLEE. 


APPEAL FROM THE SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA. 


INDEX. 

Original. Print 


Caption. a 1 

Petition. 1 1 

Demurrer. 6 5 

Answer. K 5 

Cross-bill. 11 7 

Answer of corespondent to cross-bill. 18 11 

Answer of cross-defendant to cross-bill. 20 12 

Further answer to cross-bill. 24 14 

Final decree. 26 15 

Appeal noted by cross-plaintiff. 27 16 

Memoranda: Bond of Katie M. Krous on appeal approved and Hied ; 
time to file transcript of record extended ; statement of evidence 

submitted. 27 16 

Assignments of error . 28 16 

Designation for transcript of record. 29 17 

Clerk’8 certificate. 30 17 

Statement of evidence. 31 18 

Testimony of Rose E. Krous. 31 18 

Conrad Roeben. 39 23 

Amelia Roeben. 40 23 

R. H. Hunter. 41 24 

Mamie V. Marceron. 45 26 

Edward Marceron. 46 27 


Judi><& Drtwkii.kk (Inc.), Printers, Washington, D. C., June 9, 1913. 



























INDEX. 


Original. Print 


Testimony of C. J. Murphy. 47 27 

Catherine F. Lewis. 47 28 

Rose E. Krous (recalled). 4S 28 

M. J. Colbert. 48 28 

Elizabeth T. Daly. 49 29 

Geo. D. Daly. 52 30 

Mary L. Stockman. 53 31 

Mary L. Stockman, 2d. 54 32 

Katie M. Krous. 55 33 

Katherine Flynn . >56 .‘>3 

Katherine Harris. 59 36 

Dr. F. O. Roman. 66 40 

Eleanor Norton. 68 40 

Mildred E. Ferry. 68 41 

Mary E. Toombs. 69 41 

Exhibits, letters, etc. 72 43 





















In the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 2560. 

Katie M. Krous, Appellant, 
vs. 

Henry T. Krous. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 30407. 

Henry 1. Krous, Complainant, 
vs. 

Katie M. Krous and Certain Unknown Parties, Defendants. 

Equity. No. 30407. 

Katie M. Krous, Cross-Petitioner, 

vs. 

Henry T. Krous and Eleanor Norton. Co-respondent, Cross- 

Defendants. 

United States of America, 

District of Columlna, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had in the above-entitled cause, to-wit: 

1 Petition for an Absolute Divorce. 

Filed August 18th, 1911. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding a Term 

in Equity. 

Equity. No. 30407. 

Henry T. Krous, Complainant, 

v. 

Katie M. Krous, Respondent, and Certain Unknown Parties, 

Co-respondents. 

To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, sitting in equity: 

Your petitioner, Henry T. Krous, respectfully represents: 

1. That he is a citizen of the United States, a resident of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia and brings this suit in his own right; 

1—2560a 
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2 That the respondent, Katie M. Krous, is a citizen of the United 
States, a resident of the District of Columbia and is sued herein in 
her own right; 

3. That your petitioner is a barber by trade, and makes about 
$15 a week, being temporarily employed at Atlantic City, N. J.; 
and that respondent is employed in the Examining Room of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing and receives a salary of about 
$700 a year; 

4. That petitioner and respondent are husband and wife, having 

been united in the bonds of matrimony on the 21st dav of 

2 Julv, 1903, in Baltimore, Maryland, by the Reverend Father 
Wavland. a duly ordained Priest of the Catholic Church, 

7 %J 

and under a duly and regularly issued Marriage license; 

4 a. That there were and are no children born of such marriage; 
that petitioner and respondent own jointly premises #1402 Fifth 
Street, N. W., where they have been making their home; that said 
property is fully paid for, free of incumbrance and was bought with 
the earnings of both petitioner and respondent, and that said home 
is now occupied by res]x>ndent. solely and exclusively; 

5. That petitioner and respondent lived and cohabited together as 
husband and wife from the date of their said marriage to each other 
down to the Pith day of June. 1911, when ]>etitioner left his home at 
#1402 Fifth Street, X. W., Washington, D. C., to fill a summer’s 
engagement at Atlantic City, X. J., where he had secured employ¬ 
ment, where he has since been employed and whence he did not re¬ 
turn to his home in this citv again till Sunday, the 23rd day of July, 
1911; 

6. That, at about 3:30 o’clock in the early morning of Sunday, 
July 23, 1911, he arrived in this city without having advised re¬ 
spondent of his intention to come in advance of his coming; but 
he did not go to his home at #1402 Fifth Street, X. W. nor have 
any communication with or see respondent until he called at the 
home, unexpectedly to respondent, at about 2:30 o’clock that same 
afternoon, to-wit, the afternoon of Sunday, July 23, 1911 ; 

7. That upon entering his own home on that occasion to-wit, on 
the afternoon of July 23, 1911. he found the door leading into the 

kitchen locked and he knocked on the door; and upon the 

3 door’s being opened, he found respondent and a strange man 
in the room together, the strange man sitting at the table. 

eating; and respondent, upon opening the door and discovering your 
petitioner standing there, exclaimed, excitedly, “My God. here he 
is!” Petitioner then made an effort to raise a chair in the act of 
striking the despoiler of his home when respondent intervened and 
shoved your petitioner over airainst the sink, saying that the man 

was her cousin, “- Corridon”, petitioner failing to catch the 

Christian name applied by respondent to said stranger, and “Corri¬ 
don” being respondent’s maiden name; and that, upon recovering 
from the shove which respondent gave him against the sink, your 
petitioner kicked the said stranger out of the front door of the 
house, himself slipping out by a private alleyway and pursuing the 
stranger as far as Seventh Street, X. W.: that, upon your petitioner’s 
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overtaking the said stranger and demanding his card, said stranger 
said that he had no card, and your petitioner producing a fountain- 
pen and a piece of paper required the man to write down his name 
and address, and the stranger wrote “R. G. Hunt, 426 G St., S. W.” 
but the city directory shows no such name and address; 

7 a. That when your petitioner departed for Atlantic City on June 
12, 1911, to pursue his temporary employment there, he left his 
mother (who had been in his home with him for over four years) in 
the home with respondent ; but, because the mother’s presence in the 
home interfered with res}>ondent’s freedom in her wayward conduct, 
or for some other reason unknown to your petitioner, respondent 
managed to make it so disagreeable for the mother in the home that 
the mother was compelled to leave the home on July 24, 1911. 

4 But l>efore leaving the home, the mother moved all of her 
belongings into the room which she had occupied for more 

than four vears, locked the door of the room and took the kev 
away with her. Respondent opened the door and windows of the 
room in the mother’s absence and without the mother’s knowledge 
or consent, and not only disturbed and disarranged the mother’s 
things in the room but gathered-up and put into the room your peti¬ 
tioner’s book case, your petitioner’s wall-pictures, your petitioner’s 
sword and other small articles belonging to your petitioner and al¬ 
lowed the sun and rain to beat in upon them and injure them. 
Not only so, but after the mother was driven out of the home, re¬ 
spondent pursued her in an harassing way and even had the mother 
threatened by letters from an attorney with direful consequences if 
she did not move her belongings away from your petitioner’s home 
where she knew that it was the desire of your petitioner to have her 
remain; and when the mother finally wrote your petitioner and 
asked him to leave his work, come over to this city and help her got 
located, your petitioner came over on the 15th day of August, 1911, 
for that purpose, rented a home for his mother and, on August 16th. 
1911, hired a wagon and went with his mother to his home at 1402 
5th Street. N. W., for his mother’s things, your petitioner and his 
mother learned, for the first time, that the mother’s things had 
been moved away and res|>ondent declined to disclose the where¬ 
abouts of the things, or to give any information whatever concerning 
same; 

8. That your petitioner’s unexpected return to his home on the 

occasion of July 28. 1911. was due to suspicions which had 

5 been aroused in him previously bv respondent’s frequent 
references in endearing terms to her ‘‘Charlie”, as well as by 

letters received by petitioner from his own mother (whom he had 
left at his home and who had been living with him in his home for 
over four years), to the effect that the neighbors were talking dis¬ 
paragingly of his wife and home, saying that men were seen going 
into and coming out of his home at improper hours of evenings and 
nights; 

9. That your petitioner charges your respondent with having 
committed adultery in her own home and at divers and sundry other 
places unknown to him, op the 28rd day of July, 1911, and at divers 
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and sundry other times unknown to him, and with the said unknown 
despoiler of petitioner’s home on said July 23, 1911, and with 
divers and sundry other men and persons unknown to him; 

10. That all of the aforesaid acts of adultery’ on the part of said 
respondent were committed without the consent, connivance, privity, 
or procurement of your petitioner; and, after the discovery thereof, 
your petitioner has not cohabited with said respondent, nor even slept 
under the same roof with her, nor in any way condoned the said acts 
of infidelity to her marriage vows. 

The premises considered, your petitioner prays: 

1. That the writ of subpoena issue out of this Honorable Court, 
directed to the said respondent, Katie M. Krous, commanding her to 
appear and answer the exigencies of this ]>etition: 

3. That this Honorable Court grant him such other, further and 
spondent, Katie M. Krous, and 

3. That this Honorable Court grant him such other, further and 
more general relief as the exigencies of the case may require 
fi and the Court see fit to grant. 

HENRY T. KROUS. Petitioner. 

BURTON T. DOYLE. 

Attorney for Petitioner. 

0 

District of Columbia, To vrit: 

I, Henry I. Krous, being first duly sworn according to law, do de¬ 
pose and say that I have read the foregoing petition by me subscribed 
and know the contents thereof; and that the statements of fact 
therein made as of mv personal knowledge are true and those made 
upon information and belief T believe to he true. 

HENRY I. KROUS 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this seventeenth day of Au¬ 
gust, A. D. 1911. 

f seal.] DAVID W. GALL, 

Notary Public , Dist. of Col. 




KATIE M. KROUS VS. HENRY I. KROUS. 


n 


Demurrer and A nswer. 

Filed August 30th 1911. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding sin 

Equity Court. 

Equity. No. 30407. 

Henry I. Krous, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Katie M. Krous and Certain Unknown Parties. Defendants 

To the Justice of the Supreme Court of the District of Co- 

7 lumhia, holding an equity court: 

The Demurrer and Answer of Katie M. Krous, the Above-named 
Defendant . to the Petition of Henri/ I. Krous, the Above-named 
Plaintiff. 

Demurrer. 

The defendant, Katie M. Krous. not confessing or acknowledging 
sill or any of the matters and things in the said petition contained 
to be true, in such manner and form as the same are therein set forth 
and alleged, as to so much of said petition as alleges in the ninth 
paragraph thereof “That your petitioner charges respondent with 
having committed adultery in her own home and at divers and 
sundry other places unknown to him. on the 23rd day of July, 1911. 
and at divers and sundry other times unknown to him, and with 
the said unknown despoiler of |>etitioner’s home on said July 23. 
1911, and with divers and sundry other men and persons unknown 
to himdoth demur thereto, and for cause of demurrer this defend¬ 
ant show’s that the charge that she has committed adultery wfith un¬ 
known men and at unknown places is vague, indefinite and uncer¬ 
tain, and is insufficient in law. 

Wherefore, and for divers other good causes of demurrer appear 
ing in the said petition, this defendant prays the judgment of this 
Honorable Court w’hether she shall be compelled to make any fur¬ 
ther or other answer to the said petition, and prays to be hence dis¬ 
missed, with her costs and charges in this behalf most wrongfully 
sustained. 

KATTE M. KROUS. 

CHARLES .T. MURPHY. 

Attorney for Defendant. 

8 Answer. 

And the defendant, Katie M. Krous, not waiving her said de¬ 
murrer, but wholly relying and insisting thereon, for answer 
to so much of said petition as she is advised it is material or neces- 
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sary for her to make answer unto, respectfully states to the Court 
as follows: 

1. She admits the allegations of paragraph 1 of said petition. 

2. She admits the allegations contained in paragraph 2 of said 
petition. 

3. She admits the allegations of paragraph 3 of said petition. 

4. She admits the allegations of paragraph 4 and 4a. of said 
petition, except in so far as the same relate to the purchase of house 
and premises number 1402 Fifth Street, Northwest, in Washington, 
D. C. 

5. She admits the allegations of paragraph 5 of said bill in so 
far as she has any knowledge or information in regard thereto. 

6. She admits the allegations of paragraph — of said petition 
so far as she has any personal knowledge thereof. 

7. She denies the allegations of paragraph 7 of said petition. 
Further answering said paragraph of said petition, this defendant 
says that after attending church and assisting at religious services 
on Sundav, Julv 23, 1911, she returned to her home, where an ac- 
quaintdnce, while passing, happened to see her. and came in to talk 
with her; that the mother of the plaintiff, who resided with this 
defendant, was in the house at the time, and the defendant saw abso¬ 
lutely no impropriety in receiving said visit; that during the 

9 same, she conducted herself in a proper and lady-like man¬ 
ner, and was shocked and horrified when the plaintiff rushed 

into the room, cursing and swearing and using vile language; that 
knowing the violent tem|>er of the plaintiff, who had struck, beaten 
and abused this defendant several times previously, the defendant, 
wishing to avoid a scene, and thinking she might appease the un¬ 
reasonable anger of the plaintiff, stated the visitor was her cousin, 
and requested him to leave; that the plaintiff followed him out 
of the house, and the defendant has no personal knowledge of what 
passed between them; that when the plaintiff returned to the house, 
lie seized this defendant, and after beating her over the head and 
face with his clenched fist, he kicked her until she was severelv 
bruised and injured. Defendant further avers that it is utterly un¬ 
true that the door of the kitchen, or to any other room in the house, 
was locked; or that she made use of the exclamation attributed to 
her in the petition herein filed; or that she shoved the plaintiff or 
touched him in any way whatever. 

8. She denies the allegations contained in paragraph 8 of said 
petition. Further answering said paragraph, this defendant says 
that it is absolutely untrue that she has ever received visits from 
any man or men at improper hours, and that such an allegation is 
utterly scandalous and without foundation. It is further untrue 
that this defendant ever referred in endearing terms to a man 
called “Charlie/’ and she knows no man of that name. 

9. She denies most emphatically each and every allegation con¬ 
tained in paragraph 9 of said petition. She denies absolutely that 

she has ever committed adultery at any time, either at her 

10 own home or at any other place, with any man or men 
whomsoever. Further answering said paragraph this de- 
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fendant says that since the date of her marriage she has always 
been a true and faithful wife to the plaintiff, and that all of said 
allegations are not only without the slightest foundation, but are 
cruelly and wickedly untrue. 

10. Answering paragraph 10 of said petition, so far as concerns 
this defendant, she again denies most positively that she has ever 
been guilty of adultery, or unfaithful to her marriage vows in any 
way whatever. 

And having fully answered, this defendant prays to be hence 
dismissed, with her reasonable costs and charges in this behalf 
most wrongfully sustained. 

KATIE M. KROUS. 


CHARLES J. MURPHY, 

Attorney for Defendant. 

1 do solemnly swear that 1 have read the foregoing answer by me 
subscribed, and know the contents thereof; that the matters and 
things therein stated upon my personal knowledge are true; and 
the matters and things therein stated upon information and belief 
I believe to be true. 

KATIE M. KROUS. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ‘29th day of August, A. 1). 
1911. 

[seal.] ALBERT E. ESHER, 

Notary Public, D. C. 
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Cross-Bill. 

Filed October 13, 1911. 


In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

Equity. No. 30407. 

Henry I. Krous, Complainant, 

vs. 

Katie M. Krous and Certain Unknown Parties, Defendants. 


Equity. No. 30407. 

Katie M. Krous, Cross-Petitioner, 

vs. 

Henry I. Krous and Eleanor Norton, Co-respondent, Cross- 

Defendants. 

To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding Equity 
Court: 

Your petitioner, Katie M. Krous, respectfully states to the Court 
as follows: 

1. That she is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the 
District of Columbia. 
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2. That the defendants, Henry I. Krous and Eleanor Norton, are 
citizens of the United States and residents of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

3. That heretofore, to-wit: on the 18th day of August, A. D. 
1911, the cross defendant, Henry I. Krous, instituted and filed in 
this Honorable Court his bill of complaint against your petitioner, 
to obtain a divorce against her, on the alleged ground of adultery, 
and praying that he be granted an absolute divorce from the re¬ 
spondent (this petitioner) and have such other and further 

12 relief as the exigencies of the case may require and to the 
Court may seem meet; and your cross petitioner, being duly 

served with process, appeared and filed a demurrer and an answer 
to said petition, denying the material averments thereof, to which 
answer replication was filed, as will more fully appear by the pro¬ 
ceedings on file and on record in this Court. 

4. That your petitioner and the cross-defendant, Henry I. Krous, 
were lawfully married on the 21st day of July, 1903, in the City of 
Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, by the Rev. John Whelan, a 
duly ordained minister of the Gospel according to the rites of the 
Roman Catholic Church, and duly authorized to perform the cere¬ 
mony of marriage. 

5. That your petitioner and the cross-defendant, Henry I. Krous, 
lived together as man and wife until the month of June, A. D. 
1911, during all of which time the petitioner faithfully performed 
all her duties and obligations as a wife, and strove to make the 
home of herself and the said Henrv I. Krous comfortable and 
happy. 

6. That about three years ago the said cross-defendant, Henry I. 
Krous, began to ill-treat and neglect your petitioner and to remain 
away from home during most of the day and night; but that this 
petitioner was entirely unaware of the facts hereinafter set forth, 
until the 30th day of September, A. I). 1911. 

7. Your petitioner now avers that the said Henry I. Krous, 
wholly regardless of his marital duties and obligations, did, from 
about the time above mentioned, neglect your petitioner, and from 

thence continuously to the date hereof, both at Washington, 

13 in the District of Columbia, and at Atlantic City, New Jersey, 
engage in repeated acts of adultery with one Eleanor Norton, 

the co-respondent named herein; and, more especially, that the said 
Henry T. Krous did on, to-wit: the 15th day of March, 1911, and at 
divers other times thereafter at the City of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, commit adultery with the said Eleanor Norton. 

8. This petitioner is informed and believes and so avers that, in 
continuation of his adulterous intercourse with the said Eleanor 
Norton, the said Henry I. Krous proceeded to Atlantic City, New 
Jersey, on the pretext of employment there, leaving petitioner in 
Washington, D. C., and there, to-wit, in Atlantic City, New Jersey, 
on. to-wit: divers days between June 12, 1911, and August 18, 1911, 
live in open adultery with the said Eleanor Norton, under the 
assumed and false names of Mr. and Mrs. Henry King. 

9. That all the aforesaid acts of adultery on the part of the said 
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defendants Henry I. Krous and Eleanor Norton were committed 
without the consent, knowledge, connivance, privity or procurement 
of this petitioner; and that since the discovery thereof your peti¬ 
tioner has not cohabited with the said Henry I. Krous, nor in any 
way condoned the acts of infidelity to his marriage vows. 

10. Your petitioner avers that at the time of her marriage to the 
said Henry I. Krous and for several years prior thereto she was 
employed in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and that from 
her earnings from said employment and from clerical work done 

by her after office hours, together with a small sum of money 

14 received from the estate of her deceased mother, she had 
purchased on, to-wit: the 10th day of January, 1902, Lot 

numbered 34, in Square numbered 479, improved by house and 
premises known and designated as No. 1402 Fifth Street, North 
West, in Washington. D. C., for the sum of $4,100., making a 
first payment thereon of $729.50; and having obtained a deed there¬ 
for, which said deed is duly recorded in Liber No. 2,634, at Folio 
20, Land Records of the District of Columbia; that your petitioner 
has since her marriage continued in her said employment in the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and that out of her own earn¬ 
ings and individual, separate funds she has entirely purchased and 
paid for said property. 

11. This petitioner further avers that about three months after 
her marriage, seeing that her said husband, Henry I. Krous, was not 
the owner of any house or other abode to which he could take your 
petitioner as. his wife, and in which they could make their home 
together and being herself the owner of the premises hereinbefore 
mentioned, in which they were making their home, without any val¬ 
uable consideration whatever moving from her said husband to her, 
or from any other person or persons, conveyed to her said husband, 
the said Henry I. Krous, an undivided one-half interest as joint 
tenant with herself in her. the petitioner’s, above-mentioned house 
and lot. 

12. Your petitioner further avers that notwithstanding the said 
defendant had himself brought a bill for the dissolution of the mar¬ 
riage between him and your petitioner on, to-wit: the 18th day of 

August, A. D. 1911. and notwithstanding the said defendant 

15 had for a long time prior thereto utterly violated the duties 
and obligations of his marriage, as hereinbefore set forth. 

and notwithstanding the said Henry T. Krous had not since the 
month of April, 1911, in anywise maintained, supported or provided 
for your petitioner as his wife, yet, intending and designing to 
make way with the proceeds of one-half of petitioner’s house and 
lot, which she had improvidently conveyed to him as aforesaid, 
the defendant, Henry T. Krous, on. to-wit: September 29. 1911. 
filed a suit in partition against this petitioner, alleging and pre¬ 
tending that he w as the owmer of an undivided one-half interest in 
said house and lot and praying that the same, not being divisible 
in kind, should be sold for the purpose of partition. 

13.. Whether it be that the defendant, Henry T. Krous, can under 
the circumstances set up against vour petitioner a claim to one-half 
2—2560a 
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of said house and lot, notwithstanding no valuable consideration 
moved from him to her for the conveyance thereof, and notwith¬ 
standing his violation of his duties and obligations as her husband, 
or whether the petitioner is not entitled in a proper proceeding to 
require the said one-half interest to be reconveyed to her now, or 
upon the dissolution of her marriage by reason of the said adultery 
of said Henry I. Krous, this cross-petitioner is advised and believes 
that it would be contrary to equity and good conscience and a fraud 
upon the rights of your petitioner to permit the said Ilenry I. Krous 
to dispose of said one-half interest in petitioner’s house and lot, or to 
convert to his own use any part of the rents and profits thereof, or to 
use the said house to the exclusion of this cross-petitioner 

16 during the pendency of this cause, more especially as the 
said Henry I. Krous has refused and still refuses to make 

any proper provision for the support and maintenance of this de¬ 
fendant and cross-petitioner. 

The premises considered, your cross petitioner therefore prays: 

First. That a writ of subpoena issue out of this Honorable Court 
directed to the defendants, Henry 1. Krous and Eleanor Norton, 
commanding them to appear and answer the exigencies of this peti¬ 
tion. 

Second. That the bond of marriage heretofore existing between 
the cross petitioner. Katie M. Krous, and the defendant hereto, 
Henry I. Krous, he dissolved, with leave to the cross-petitioner to 
resume her maiden name. 

Third. That the defendant, Henry I. Krous, be required to pay 
alimony to the cross petitioner for the maintenance of herself dur¬ 
ing the pendency of this suit, and suit money, including counsel 
fees, to enable her to conduct her case. 

Fourth. That this Honorable Court may further enjoin and 
restrain the said cross defendant, Henry T. Krous, from disposing 
in any manner of any title or interest, whether in law or in equity, 
he may have in Lot numbered 34, in Square numbered 479, im¬ 
proved by house and premises known and designated as No. 1402 
Fifth Street, North West, in Washington, I). C., during the pendency 
of this suit, as well as from receiving or collecting the whole or any 
part of the rents or profits thereof; and from interfering with the 
leasing or renting of the same by the cross petitioner, Katie M. 
Krous. 

Fifth. That the said cross-defendant, Henry I. Krous, be 

17 restrained and enjoined from the prosecution of his suit for 
partition, until the further order of this Honorable Court. 

Sixth. That the cross-petitioner. Katie M. Krous, be decreed per¬ 
manent alimony for her maintenance and support ; and that this 
Honorable Court will make such further orders and decrees touch¬ 
ing the property herein mentioned as may be just and equitable, 
and that she may have such other and further relief as the case may 
require and to the Court may seem proper. 


CHARLES J. MURPHY, 

Attorney for Cross-Petitioner. 


KATIE M. KROUS. 
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I do solemnly swear that I have read the foregoing petition by 
me subscribed and know the contents thereof; that the matters and 
things therein stated upon my personal knowledge are true, and the 
matters and things therein stated upon information and belief I 
believe to be true. 

KATIE M. KROUS. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 12th day of October, 
A. D. 1911. 

[seal.] DUDLEY T. HASSAN, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

18 Answer of Co-respondent to Cross-Bill. 

Filed October 23, 1911. 

******* 

. To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding an 

Equity Court: 

Eleanor Norton, the co-respondent named in the said cross-bill, 
respectfully answers as follows: 

1. Answering paragraph 1 of said cross-bill, respondent is not 
advised, and therefore can neither admit nor deny the allegations 
in said paragraph. 

2. Answering paragraph 2 of said cross-bill, respondent admits 
her citizenship as stated, but as to the citizenship of Henry I. 
Krous she is not advised, and can therefore neither admit nor denv 
the allegations concerning the same. 

3. Answering paragraph 3 of said cross-bill, respondent is not 
advised, and therefore can neither deny or deny the allegations in 
said paragraph. 

4. Answering paragraph 4 of said cross-bill, respondent is not ad¬ 
vised, and therefore can neither admit nor deny the allegations in 
said paragraph. 

5. Answering paragraph 5 of said cross-bill, respondent is not 
advised, and therefore can neither admit nor deny the allegations in 
said paragraph. 

6. Anwering paragraph 6 of said cross-bill, respondent is not 
advised, and therefore can neither admit nor deny the allegations 
in said paragraph. 

7. Answering paragraph 7 of said cross-bill, respondent denies 

that the said Henry I. Krous committed adultery with her 

19 as in said paragraph alleged, or at any other time or place 
or under any circumstances. 

8. Answering paragraph 8 of said cross-bill, respondent denies 
that the said Henry I. Krous committed adultery with her as in said 
paragraph alleged or at any other time or place, or under any cir¬ 
cumstances. 

9. Answering paragraph 9 of said cross-bill, respondent is not 
advised, and can therefore neither admit or deny the allegations in 
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said paragraph contained, but she does deny that the said Henry I. 
Krous ever committed adultery with her at any time or place or 
under any circumstances. 

10. Answering paragraph 10 of said cross-bill, respondent is not 
advised, and therefore can neither admit or deny the allegations in 
said paragraph. 

11. Answering paragraph 11 of said cross-bill, resj>ondent is not 
advised, and can therefore neither admit or deny the allegations 
in said paragraph. 

12. Answering paragraph 12 of said cross-bill, respondent is not 
advised, and can therefore neither admit or deny the allegations in 
said paragraph. 

13. Answering paragraph 13 of said cross-bill, respondent is not 
advised, and can therefore neither admit or deny the allegations in 
said paragraph. 

And now having fully answered all of the allegations in said 
cross-bill material to her. respondent prays that she may be dis¬ 
missed with her reasonable costs and charges in this behalf most 
wrongfullv sustained. 

ELEANOR NORTON. 

GEORGE H. MACDONALD. 

Attorney for Co-respondent Named in the ('row-bill. 

20 District of Columbia, w: 

I do solemnly swear that 1 have read the foregoing answer by 
me subscribed and know the contents thereof; that the matters and 
things therein stated upon mv personal knowledge are true and the 
matters and things therein stated upon information and belief I 
believe to be true. 

ELEANOR NORTON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st day of October, A. D. 
1911. 

[seal.] ROBERT T. LANG, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


Answer to Cross-Bill. 

Filed November 16, 1911. 

* * * * * ■ * * 

For answer to the cross-bill tiled in the above entitled cause, the 
cross-defendant, Henry 1. Krous respectfully states, as follows: 

1. He admits the allegations of the first paragraph of the said 
cross-bill. 

2. He admits the allegations of the second paragraph of the said 
cross-bill, except that he does not know where the co-respondent 
mentioned herein, namely, Eleanor Norton, now resides. 

3. He admits the allegations of the third paragraph of said cross¬ 
petition. 
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21 4. He admits the allegations of the fourth paragraph of the 
said cross-petition. 

5. He admits that he and the cross-petitioner lived together as 
man and wife until the month of June, A. 1)., 1911, hut he denies 
that during all of the time of their marriage the cross-petitioner 
faithfully performed all of her duties and obligations as a wife, and 
for a fuller answer to said paragraph, he refers to the allegation of his 
original petition filed herein. 

6. He denies each and every one of the allegations contained in 
the sixth paragraph of said petition and specifically denies that he 
ever ill-treated or neglected cross-petitioner or remained away from 
home during the most of the day and night. 

7. He denies, as stated in the seventh paragraph of said cross-bill, 
that he neglected the cross-petitioner and specifically denies that 
since the month of June, 1911. he engaged in repeated acts of adul¬ 
tery with the said Eleanor Norton, the co-respondent. As to the 
other allegations in the said paragraph com/fined, he demands strict 
proof thereof. 

8. For answer to the eighth paragraph of said cross-petition this 
cross-defendant says that he did go to Atlantic City, in the State of 
New Jersey, in the summer of 1911, for the purpose of engaging in 
his occupation as a barber, as was his custom during the summer 
season, because of the dullness of business in the City of Washington 
during the summer months, but he denies that between June 12, 
1911 and August 18, 1911, he lived in open adultery with the said 

Eleanor Norton under the assumed names of Mr. and Mrs. 

22 Henry King. 

9. He has no knowledge of the matters of fact stated in the 
ninth paragraph of said cross-petition, and has no knowledge of any 
alleged consent, knowledge, connivance, or otherwise, on the part 
of the said cross-petitioner. 

10. This cross-defendant admits that the cross-petitioner, at the 
time of her marriage to this defendant, and for several years prior 
thereto, was employed in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
and that she-earned certain moneys from that employment, and he 
further admits that she received a small sum of monev from the 
estate of her deceased mother, and he admits that on the tenth dav 
of January, 1902, she, in conjunction with this cross-defendant pur¬ 
chased Lot 34, in Square 479, in the City of Washington, District 
of Columbia, improved by premises No. 1402 5th Street, Northwest, 
for the sum of $4100.00, and that the deed therefor was duly re¬ 
corded in Liber 2634, Folio 20, of the Land Records of the District 
of Columbia, but he denies absolutely that said property was paid 
for entirely out of her own earnings and individual and separate 
estate. On the contrary, this defendant says that for a considerable 
period before his marriage to the cross-petitioner, he had been accus¬ 
tomed to giving her his savings from his employment as a barber, 
and that after his marriage to her, with his earnings he contributed 
to the payment of the mortgage debt representing the deferred pay¬ 
ments on the house until said deferred payments were finally liqui¬ 
dated. This cross defendant further says that his earnings before 
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his marriage and hi.* ; avings after his marriage were handed 
*23 over to his said wife or to the Building Association holding 
the lien upon said house for the express purpose of purchas¬ 
ing and paying for the same. 

11. This cross-defendant admits the conveyance to him of the 
undivided one-half interest in said house referred to in said para¬ 
graph, but he denies that said conveyance was without considera¬ 
tion. On the contrary, he avers that his earnings for the nine years 
last past went into the purchase and payment of said house. 

12. This cross-defendant admits the filing of the partition in said 
paragraph referred to, but he denies all the insinuations and allega¬ 
tions otherwise referred to in said petition. 

13. This cross-defendant in answer to the thirteenth paragraph of 
said cross-petition,— that it contains no allegation of fact which he is 
called upon to answer as he is advised by his counsel, and he further 
says that in a petition for divorce, it is not proper to set up any alle¬ 
gation of fact or of law with regard to the real estate therein re¬ 
ferred to, and he prays the same benefit from this his answer as if 
he had specially demurred to said paragraph. 

And having fully answered said cross-petition, he prays to be 
hence dismissed with costs. 

HENRY I. KROUS. 

B. T. DOYLE, 

M. J. COLBERT, 

Attorneys for Henry I. Krous. 


1 do solemnly swear that I have read the foregoing answer by me 
subscribed and know the contents thereof; that the matters and 
things therein stated of my personal knowledge are true, and 
24 the matters and things stated upon information and belief 1 
believe to be true. 

HENRY I. KROUS. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th dav of November, 
A. D. 1911. 

[seal. J FREDERICK R. GJBBS, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


Further Answer to Cross-Bill. 

Filed January 16, 1912. 

* * ***** 

By direction of the Court, Henry I. Krous, defendant in the cross¬ 
bill herein, makes further answer to the seventh and eighth para¬ 
graphs of said cross-bill, as follows: 

1. Answering the allegations of said seventh paragraph, this de¬ 
fendant denies each and every averment and statement therein con¬ 
tained. If the statement contained in the third line of said para¬ 
graph “from about the time above mentioned” refers to the 30th day 
of September, A. D. 1911, or to a period of three years before the 
filing of said cross-bill, he denies that from either date he neglected 
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the petitioner in the cross-bill, and denies that from either of said 
periods to the date of the filing of said cross-bill he engaged in re¬ 
peated acts of adultery with one Eleanor Norton either at Washing¬ 
ton, 1). C., or at Atlantic City, N. J. or elsewhere and he specifically 
denies that on the 15th day of March, 1911, or at divers times there- 
after, he committed adultery with the said Eleanor Norton 
•25 in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, or elsewhere. 

2. Answering the allegations in the eighth paragraph of 
the said cross-bill, this defendant admits that he went to Atlantic 
City, in the State of New Jersey, in the summer of 1911, although 
he has no knowledge as to what period this paragraph of the petition 
refers. He denies that lie ever went there on the pretext of securing 
employment, but went there solely for the purpose of pursuing his 
occupation as a barber, and he denies specifically that in Atlantic 
City, New Jersey, at divers dates between June 12, 1911, and August 
IS, 1911, or at any time or during any period he lived in open adul¬ 
tery with Eleanor Norton under the assumed and false names of 
Mr. and Mrs. Henry King, and he denies that between the dates 
named or on any day or during any period he lived in adultery with 
the said Eleanor Norton under any name whatever, and he specific¬ 
ally denies that he ever lived in adultery with the said Eleanor Nor- 

»/ c< 

ton at all, in Atlantic City, New .Jersey, or any other place or at any 
other time, and he denies that he ever lived with her at all. 

And now having fully answered the said cross-bill, he prays to be 
dismissed with costs. 

HENRY I. KROUS. 


M. J. COLBERT. 


I, Henry I. Krous, defendant in the cross-bill herein, do solemnly 
swear that I have read the foregoing further answer to said cross-bill 
and know the contents thereof; that the matters and things therein 
stated of my personal knowledge are true, and the matters 
20 and things stated on information and belief, I believe to be 
true. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th dav of January, 
A. D. 1912. 

[seal.] FREDERICK R. GIBBS, 

• Notary Public , D. C. 

Final Decree. 

Filed December 18, 1912. 

* * * * * * * 

This cause came on to be heard upon the original Bill and the 
answer thereto, and upon the Cross-Bill and the answers thereto, 
and the testimony taken in the cause, and was argued by counsel 
and submitted to the Court, and the Court finding that Katie M. 
Krous, defendant in the Original Bill and plaintiff in the Cross-bill, 
has been guilty of adultery as charged in said Original Bill, and the 
Court further finding that Henry I. Krous, plaintiff in the Original 
Bill and defendant in the Cross-bill, has been guilty of adultery as 
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charged in said Cross-bill, it is thereupon by the Court this 18th day 
of December, A. I)., 1912, adjudged, ordered and decreed that said 
Original Bill and said Cross-bill he and tliey are hereby both dis¬ 
missed without costs to either party. 

JOB BARNARD, Justice. 

From so much of the above decree as dismisses the cross- 
27 bill and denies to the cross-plaintiff the prayers thereof, the 
cross-plaintiff in open court prays an appeal to the Court of 
Appeals which is hereby allowed and the penalty of the bond for 
costs is hereby fixed at One Hundred Dollars, or a cost deposit of 
Fifty Dollars in lieu thereof. 

JOB BARNARD, Justice. 

Mew oranda. 


January 9, 1918.—Bond of Katie M. Krous on appeal, approved 
and filed. 

February 26, 1918.—Time to file transcript of record in court of 
appeals extended to, and including, the 26th day of March, 1918. 

March 26, 1918.—Time to file transcript of record in court of 
appeals further extended to, and including, the 26th dav of April, 
1913. 

April 24, 1913.—Statement of Evidence submitted to the Court. 

April 25, 1913.—Time to tile transcript of record in court of 
appeals further extended to, and including, the 10th day of Mav, 
1913. 

• May 9, 1913.—Time to hie transcript of record in court of appeals 
further extended to, and including, the 20th dav of Mav, 
1913. 


28 Assignments of Error. 

Filed January 9, 1913. 

******* 

The defendant and cross-complainant, Katie M. Krous, respect¬ 
fully assigns the following errors, upon which she relies in her ap¬ 
peal from so much of the final decree herein as dismisses her cross¬ 
bill and denies the prayers thereof: 

1. The Court erred in holding that there was any sufficient proof 
of adultery on the pail of the cross-complainant. 

2. The Court erred in denying the cross-complainant s prayer fdr 
a divorce from the bond of marriage upon the supposed ground that 
cross-complainant was guilty of adultery without any proof thereof. 

3. The Court erred in entering so much of said decree as dismissed 
cross-complainant’s cross bill of complaint. 

CHARLES J. MURPHY, 
HENRY H. GLASSIE, 

Attorneys for the Cross-Complainant Katie M. Kraus. 
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Designation for Transcript of Record . 

Piled May 15, 1913. 

* * * * * * * 

The Clerk will please make up the record for the appeal of the 
defendant and cross-plaintiff*, Katie M. Krous, and include therein 
the following: 

29 1. Original bill, filed Aug. 18, 1911. 

2. Demurrer and answer thereto, filed Aug. 30, 1911. 

3. Cross-bill, filed Oct. 13, 1911. 

4. Answer of co-respondent. 

5. Answer of cross-defendant to cross-bill. 

6. Further answer to cross-hill, filed Jan. 10, 1912. 

7. Final decree and appeal by defendant and cross-plaintiff. 

8. Assignments of error, filed by defendant and cross-plaintiff. 

CHARLES J. MURPHY, 
HENRY H. GLASSIE, 

Attorneys for Defendant and Cross-plaintiff . 

Nothing to add to the foregoing designation. 

M. J. COLBERT. 


30 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 
29, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No. 30407, wherein Henry 1. Krous 
is Complainant and Katie M. Krous, and certain unknown Parties 
are defendants; and Katie M. Krous is Cross Petitioner and Henrv 
I. Krous et al. are Cross Defendants, as the same remains upon the 
files and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of* Washington, in said District, 
this 19th day of May, 1913. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk. 


3—2560a 
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31 In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 30407. 

Henry I. Krous 
vs. 

Catherine M. Krous. 

Statement of Evidence . 

I hereby certify that the following is a true and complete state¬ 
ment, in condensed form, of the whole of the testimony of all of the 
witnesses sworn on behalf of the respective parties in this cause as the 
same was heard and considered in this Court. 

Rose E. Krous. 

1 reside at 312 Florida Ave., N. \\\, and am 53 years old. 1 am 
the mother of Henry I. Krous, who is 33 or 34 years old. He lives 
with me, and has been there ever since he came back from Atlantic 
City about the 11th or 12th of September, 1911. lie left on the 12th 
of June and returned in September. Before that he had been living 
at 1402 5th Street. I was living there too. I went there on May 1, 
1907, when iny husband died. My son had been living there since 
1903, when he got married. Before I went to his house 1 lived on 
7th Street until mv husband died. They were married Julv 21, 
1903. 1 did not know my son’s wife before his marriage. Before 

he went away in June, 1911, the household was composed of my son. 
his wife and myself. Nobody else lived in the house and no serv¬ 
ants. During his absence from the City that summer he came back 
twice. First on July 23 and the next time on August 15. The first 
time he came on Sunday and went back Monday evening, remaining 
over night. The second time he remained over from Tuesday 

32 until Friday. The first time he telephoned me to come up to a 
friend of mine. I saw him first about 11 o’clock on Sunday 

morning. I heard them going out of the house at 1402 5th Street on 
Thursday night, July 20, at 12 o’clock. I saw a man go out of the 
house on the night of July 20, 1911. 1 don’t know his name. 1 

saw him again there on July 23, which was Sunday, eating with 
Katie M. Krous in the kitchen. Me was in the room with her. 1 
did not get a good look at him. It was dark. She always kept it 
dark at night and would not let any lights be lit in the house. 1 
came in and went up to my room, on the back of the second floor. 
The house is two stories. I returned to the house on Thursday night, 
July 20, at 11 o’clock. He was in the house in her bed room with 
her. I could not say whether he was broad or slender. Mrs. Katie 
M. Krous was in the bed room with him. I don’t know what time 
he came there. T could not remain in the house on account of the 
way she treated me. She was cruel and abusive toward me, so I 
had to go out even' day and stay with friends. I got home about 
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10.30 or IIP. M. She was so mean to me that I stayed away from 
the house as much as possible. The next time 1 saw that man was 
on Sunday morning, July 23. That was the last time. 1 left there 
after that. 1 saw him eating with Mrs. Krous at the kitchen table at 
2 o’clock in the day. He was a broad shouldered man, smooth face, 
about 30 years old and about the same height as my son. I went 
into the kitchen but I did not stay there, and I did not talk to either 
of them. (rec. 10) My son came in just after 1 went out. I told 
him what I saw. I did not come Ixick to the house until 0 P. M. I 
went back to the house again that night. 1 left for good the next 
day, about one o’clock. 1 only saw this man on two occasions. I 
saw her sitting on the bench in front of the house one night with 
another man. (rec. 11) I don’t know his name. I didn’t talk 
with Mrs. Krous because she treated me very cruelly. She 

33 struck me once or twice and threatened to shoot me. She 
cursed me and called me all kinds of names, (ret*. 11). 

Cross-examination: 

1 went to live with my daughter-in-law and her husband on May 
1st, 1907, and remained there until the 24th day of July, 1911. The 
man that 1 saw there on July 23rd, 1 also saw there on July 20th, 
1911. 1 have never seen him since. I saw him there on Thursday, 
July 20, 1911. 1 saw him that night come out of the bed room up¬ 
stairs. 1 had been out and did not see him go in there. 1 saw him 
come out of there. There was no light in the house on that night, 
and the only time 1 saw him good was on the 23rd of July in the 
kitchen sitting at the table with Mrs. Katie Krous. There was no 
light in the house that night. Mrs. Katie M. Krous would never 
have any light in the house. If my son or 1 made a light, she would 
put it out. 

Q. So on account of the house being dark on the night of July 
20tli, 1911, Thursday, you did not see this man at all? A. Well, 
I saw him come out of my son's bed room on the 20th of July, 1911, 
Thursday, at 12 o’clock at night. 

Q. flow could you see him come out if it was dark there? A. 
W T ell, 1 heard him come out of the bed room. 1 saw him again on 
the 23rd of July, sitting in the kitchen at the table, eating with Mrs. 
Katie M. Krous. 

Q. But you did not see him come out of the room on the 20th of 
July, 1911? A. W ell, 1 heard him come out of my son’s bed room 
on the 20th of July, 1911. 

1 think the man who was there on the 23rd was the same man who 
was there on July 20th, 1911. 1 know it was the man. Some of the 
neighbors saw him there that night. 1 know the man that was there 
Thursday night was the same man that was there 

34 on Sunday July 23rd. Not because the neighbors 

saw him. 1 know he was the same man. I may 

have seen him, but 1 did not see him when he went 

out of the house. 1 am quite willing to say it was the same 

man. I understand 1 am testifying under oath as to what 1 have 

seen and heard myself, but 1 am still ready and willing to say it 
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was the same man. I was not pre^nt at my son's marriage, 1 was 
not invited. I did not know his wife until after he had married 
her, when she came up to my house. 1 did not know my son was 
going to get married until after his marriage. After his marriage 
he went to his home, 1402 5th Street, N. W. 1 don’t know whether 
that was his home before his marriage. 1 don’t know where he 
was living when he got married. 1 don’t know where he was living 
a day before, a week before, or a month before. Both my son and 
daughter-in-law asked me to make my home with them in May 
1907. They l>oth asked me at the same time. I lived with them 
continuously at No. 1402 5th Street, N. W. from May 1907 to July 
23rd, 1911. Mv son went to Atlantic Citv in the Summer of 1910, 
and was there for the season. Me was also there for the season of 
1909. He was there during the seasons of 1909, 1910 and 1911, 
three seasons in all. I did not go with him. I remained at 1402 
5th Street while mv son was awav, and lived here until July 24, 
1911. I then made my Inane with friends of mine, the Roebens. 
at 1941 7th St., X. W. During the Summer of 1909 and the Sum¬ 
mer of 1910 1 lived at 1402 5th St., N. \Y. during my son’s absence 
from the city. When I heard this man go out of this house at 12 
o’clock at night, on July 20, 1911, I did not do anything. I stayed 
in mv room. I did not want to meddle in it. I did not want to !>e 
the cause of anv trouble. I know it was 12 o’clock because the clock 
struck 12. I heard it strike when he went (ait. She went down¬ 
stairs opened the front door and then ran out back to the 
35 kitchen door, so the dog would not bark. This man went 
down the steps and as he went out the clock struck 12. The 
clock was just striking 12 when he went out. Me had come in about 
11. I came home the night of July 20th about 11 o’clock. I stayed 
awav until then so 1 would not see her when 1 came in, because she 
abused me so, called me harsh names and nagged the life out of me, 
so I made up my mind I would not stay there any longer and have 
her after me all the time. I had the whole house to lock up every 
night. She left everything for me to do; she would not do it and so 
I had to. I locked up the cellar, dining room, closed the front door 
and windows. This was after the man had gone and she had gone 
back upstairs. I waited until she had gone back to her room, as I 
did not want her nagging at me. 1 then went down and locked up 
everything, and then I retired for the night. That is what I did 
on the night of Thursday, July 20, 1911, and I did it every night. 
I had to lock up the house every night. I always locked it up myself. 
The dog was in the back yard when I came in that night, and every 
night, I used to feed her. I brought the dog in the kitchen that 
night, where the dog slept. I did this every night. I said nothing 
at all on Thursday, July 20th, after hearing this man come out. 1 
never came out of my room. The next day I went to my friends, the 
Roebens, where I slopped. I did not see Mrs. Ivrous the following 
morning. I got my breakfast after she went to the office. I did not 
eat anything when she was around, I was afraid she would poison 
me. She had threatened my life more than once. I took my dinner 
and my supper with the Roebens. T have l>een afraid she would 
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poison me for some time. She came at me with a clubonce and threat¬ 
ened my life. She said she would kill me and my son too. My son 
went into the dining room and she had a chair ready to strike, and 
she then got a stick and he took the stick away from her. This was 
one morning in March, 1911. 

315 She threatened my life after that. She had been unkind 

and abusive for a year, calling me the worst kind of names 
and cursing me. I would not use the words she called me. 1 kept 
on staying there because my son asked or told me. He would say, 
“Ma, this is your home. You stay here. Don't go away.” But in 
March 1 told my son I could not remain there any longer, so I was 
waiting to get a flat that would suit me, but they both asked me to 
stay, but I said if I did not get the flat, 1 would go to my friends, 
the Roebens, and stay. I went up there and stayed a week. Before 
1 went she apologized to me and said she would do better, but I 
hadn’t been in the house after 1 came back from the Roebens but a 
few days before she did the same way and was as bad to me as she 
had been. She said she was going to poison me and threatened my 
life and my son’s life, said she would kill me. I could not stand it 
any longer so 1 left 1402 5th Street, X. \Y. on the 24th of July, 
1911, and did not go back any more. After my son left, I left too. 
I could not stand it any longer, 1 had put up with her as long as I 
could. He said he was going to leave there and 1 said 1 am going 
to do so myself. Then I went around there one night for some 
underwear. After I had left, Mrs. Katie M. Krous was sitting on 
the front porch, and she would have pushed me off if a lady friend 
had not grabbed me. She said get out of here and she cursed me. 
My son had sent a note saying I should pack my things and leave 
there. I did not get them. I went down the street and told Sargeant 
Dunnigan just what had happened, and he told me I should stay 
away from there, so I went on down the street. The following day 
her attorney wrote me a letter stating 1 would have to vacate. L 
answered that and lie wrote another. My son told me to stay there, 
that she had nothing to do with it, that it was his house. The last 
letter her attorney wrote me he said he would take the neces- 
37 sary steps to put me out. My son he rented a flat and paid 
for it. On Thursday morning he ordered a van to go there, 
and he went there and found that all my furniture was gone. His 
wife had sent it avvav. He found it was at Littlefield & Alvord’s, 
and he had to go and get the signature of Mr. Murphy to the paper 
so that we could get the furniture. My son had to pay $13.85 to 
haul it back. The furniture was moved out on Thursday, August 
17,* 1911. I am sure it was Thursday. I got a letter from Mr. 
Murphy a week before telling me that my things must be out by 
Saturday and he would take the necessary steps to have them re¬ 
moved. I do not know just what day 1 got this letter. Mr. Doyle 
has the letter, but I think it was about the 3d, 4th, 5th, or 6th of 
August. He said I must have my things out by Saturday. I did 
not do so, and they took them out on a Monday and put them in 
storage, and we had to pay for three days’ storage. My son took it 
out; I refused to take it. I had no place that I could go to and put 
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it. I was waiting to see about a fiat that I was expecting to get. 
My things were in storage for three days, and I did not want them 
to remain there, so my son got them out for me. 

I am now living at .‘11*2 Florida Avenue, northwest, with my son. 
The first time I wrote mv son after Thursday night, July *20th, I 
told him what I had heard and seen, and when he got back to Wash¬ 
ington he asked me about it and I told him. On July 21 I just 
wrote and told him what I had heard and seen. I spent the night 
of July 21. 1911, in my son's home at 1402 Fifth Street northwest, 
and I spent the night of July 22d there too. I got my breakfast 
there Sunday morning. I had a little back room, and I could not 
stand it, it was so small and hot. My room was on the second floor, 
the rear back room. There are six rooms in the house. The house 
is a 2-story house with six rooms. On the first floor is the parlor, 
dining room, and kitchen, and on the second floor there are 

38 three bed rooms. My room was the little back room. I got 
my dinner on July 23, 1911, at Roeben’s, on 7th Street, 

Northwest. We had dinner about 1 o’clock. After I had dinner 1 
met my son and he told me to go back to the house, 1402 Fifth 
Street, N. W. I went as far as Fifth and O Streets, and he said he 
would wait for me on the corner. 1 went to the house and every¬ 
thing was closed up. I started to open the door on the inside, and 
pulled the bell, but it did not ring. 1 then rapped three times. She 
came and opened the door, and 1 went upstairs and got a roll for 
my dog. I took it down stairs, went through the kitchen and out 
into the yard, and that is when I saw this man and her sitting at the 
table. 1 gave the dog something to eat and some water, and then 
went out. I then went back to where my son was standing on the 
corner, and my son asked me what 1 saw, and 1 told him I had seen 
a man there with his wife, sitting in the kitchen at the table. He 
said. “I am going down there and see for myself,” and the last word 
1 said to him before he went was, “Harry, be careful what you do,” 
and he said, “All right, Ma, I will,” and he went down there. I do 
not know what happened there, for l did not see him until later in 
the afternoon. I went to Roeben’s, where I stayed until 4 o’clock. 
He came up there. I went back to 1402 Fifth Street and stayed 
there until about 6 o’clock, and then T went back to Roeben’s and 
stayed there until 11. When 1 went back at about 11 o’clock she 
was not there, and she did not come back that night. My son stayed 
up at Roehens. I told my son just what I have told you this after¬ 
noon. When I went back to the Fifth Street house at 2 o’clock on 
Sunday, Mrs. Katie M. Krous and this man were sitting at the table 
in the kitchen eating dinner. He was on one side of the table and 
she was on the other side. I did not speak a word to her. I just 
looked at them and went on out. I did not bow to the man, 

39 nor did I speak to Mrs. Krous. T have not seen that man 
since. I left the place the next day. 

I have since brought suit against Mrs. Krous. Mr. Gall was my 
lawyer. I met Mr. Gall at Mr. Doyle’s office. I do not know how 
much I claimed from Mrs. Krous; it is down in the paper $15.00 
a month; 1 put my claim in for that much a month. I claimed for 
the four years I was there. The whole thing amounts to $700.00 and 
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something. I do not just know the exact amount. I brought that 
suit against her sometime in October or September. I do not know 
just when. It was in the Fall of the year. My son is supporting 
me now. 1 did have some means of support since my husband died, 
which was cash money. My son has been supporting me ever since 
he came back from Atlantic City, September 11th. Before that my 
son and his wife supported me. I had lived with my son and his 
wife from May 1st, 1907, until July 23, 1911. 

Conrad Roeben testified as follows: 

I am 70 years of age and in the confectionery business. My chil¬ 
dren are all grown. I have known Henry I. Krous since he was 
a little boy. I have known his wife seven or eight years. She came 
to my house once a year or a little oftener. She came to my house 
on July 23 between 9 and 10 o’clock at night. She came in the 
store and said she wanted to see “that old woman.” I asked her 
what old womgn, and she said “that old woman who comes here.” 
I told her I did not know who she meant. Then she went back to 
see my daughter in the other room. She said she wanted to know 
where “that damned old woman was.” 1 did not see any marks, 
scratches or bruises on her face or person. She did not complain 
of being injured in any way. On that occasion her sister was with 
her. outside the door. 

40 Cross-examination: 

1 was born in Germany and came to this country in 1852. I 
met the father of Ilenrv I. Krous in this city between the years 
1870 and 1880. He was a neighbor of mine, and for about two or 
three years he lived next door to me. That was in 1880. 1 would 

see Henry I. Krous’ father and mother after that, sometimes every 
day and sometimes every other dav. They then lived at the corner 
from me. I did not see Mrs. Rosie E. Krous in the Spring and 
Summer of 1911 very often. She would come up to our house about 
once a week. She was at my house on Sunday, July 23, 1911, about 
10 o’clock in the morning. She took dinner at our house and came 
back in the afternoon. Mrs. Katie M. Krous came to our house 
between 9 and 11 that night. Her two sisters were with her. They 
told me one was named Mrs. Daly and the other Mrs. Stockman. I 
kind of hears what it was Mrs. Katie M. Krous was excited about 
though I knew nothing of it. I was in the store that night when 
she came in, right in front of the window. Mrs. Rosie M. Krous 
was not in the house. Mrs. Katie M. Krous left about 10 o’clock 
I judge. Mrs. Katie M. Krous seemed to feel angry at Mrs. Rosie 
E. Krous and came to mv house to see if she could see her. 

%j 

Amelia Roeben testified as follows: 

I saw Katie M. Krous on the night of July 23, 1911, she came 
to the house accompanied by her two sisters and their children. 
She rushed into the store and out into the back part of the house 
and said. “Where is that damned old woman?” She then said to 
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her sister—“She is not here.” She then stated that that damned 
old woman was trying to separate her from her husband. I told 
her from what I had heard she had done wrong that day. She then 
said that her conscience was clear. When I spoke to her 

41 about what I had heard, she replied that she was just enter¬ 
taining an old friend of the family (p. 36). She was very 

much excited. Mrs. Krous did not say that any one had assaulted 
her. There were no marks on her face. 

Cross-examination: 

I have known Mrs. Rosie E. Krous about thirty-two years. Her 
son was a baby when I first knew them. We were neighbors and 
lived on the same square. I saw her daily and sometimes twice a 
day. I have known Mr. Krous well ever since he was a baby, and 
I knew his father and mother well. 

Mrs. Rosie E. Krous came to our house Sunday, July 23, 1911, 
about half-past ten in the morning. Mr. Krous was not with her, 
but he was there earlier in the morning. He met his mother at our 
house later and they left there together. Mrs. Rosie E. Krous came 
back in the evening and left about 11 o’clock. Mrs. Katie M. 
Krous came there about that time, and was laboring under very 
great excitement. She was excited in regard to Mrs. Rosie E. Krous. 
She said she had attempted to separate her from her husband. She 
said, “The damned old woman is trying to separate us.” Mrs. 
Rosie E. Krous and her daughter-in-law had some difficulty in 
March, 1911, and Mrs. Rosie E. Krous came and stayed at our house 
for a few davs at that time. She said she could not live with Mrs. 
Katie M. Krous any longer; that she could not stand her abuse. 

Robert H. Hunter testified as follows: 

I have been employed at the Bureau of Engraving for about four 
years. 1 know Mrs. Katie Krous by sight. I met her in the Bureau. 
I have talked with her. I know her by seeing her. T do not know 
positively where 1402 5th Street is. T was there in July, 

42 1911, on the 23rd, between 11 and 3 in the middle of the 
day. I happened to be passing the house and saw a lady 

sitting at the window who spoke to me. She invited me in and I 
went it. I was not there on Thursday, July 20, 1911. I wrote the 
inscription which appears on the blank envelope which is shown 
me. I wrote on that envelope on O Street when a gentleman re¬ 
quested my name (rec. 44). (This envelope was thereupon offered 
in evidence bearing the name of R. .T. Hunt, which was the name 
given to Mr. Henry I. Krous.) The witness continued testifying, 
as follows: My name is not R. J. Hunt, but is Robert H. Hunter. T 
did not think it was necessary to give Mr. Krous my real name. I 
was not under any obligation to give him any name. I gave him 
an assumed name. I live in Virginia and lived in Virginia July, 
1911. I never lived at 426 G Street, Southwest. I wrote the ad¬ 
dress 426 G Street. S. W., on the back of the envelope that I gave 
Mr. Krous, but 1 never lived there. I gave him a false address. 
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Cross-examination: 

1 have been employed at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
going on four years. 1 have been on the watch force there for the 
last three years. 1 guard the wagon that carries the money from 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to the Treasury Department. 
1 have known Mrs. Katie M. Krous since about May, 1911. She is 
employed at the Bureau of Engraving too. 1 saw her every day, 
but was not intimately acquainted with her. 

1 passed her house on the morning of July 23, 1911, between 11 
A. M. and 3 P. M. it was a warm, clear day. tier house is about 
iitteen feet from the sidewalk, with a fence along the side walk. 
Between the fence and the house there is a yard. When 1 first saw 
Mrs. Katie M. Krous this time she was sitting in the front window, 
which was up. 1 spoke to her as 1 was passing, and we talked for 
five or ten minutes. 1 was standing outside of the gate. 

43 Then she asked me if I would not come in, and 1 went in 
and went into the parlor. 1 do not know how long 1 re¬ 
mained there, but she showed me her album and some pictures she 
had painted. J believe the front door was open. I should judge I 
stayed in the parlor about an hour, and she then said she was going 
to prepare some lunch for herself, and wanted to know if 1 would 
not have a little lunch with her. She knew 1 lived in Virginia. 
1 accepted her invitation to stay to lunch, and Mrs. Katie M. Krous 
went out to the kitchen to get iunch ready. Mrs. Krous and 1 sat 
at the table together. The table was a small square table, and 1 sat 
on the opposite side of the table from her. We had some steak, 
tomatoes, tea, and bread and butter for lunch. 

The only thing that happened while I was sitting there was that 
some one came and Mrs. Harry I. Krous opened the door. She 
opened the door leading from the hall into the kitchen. It was not 
locked. When Mrs. Rosie E. Krous came in, she went out into the 
back yard. The back door was open. Mrs. Krous gave some water 
to the dog, and came into the sink to get it. She said nothing to 
either Mrs. Katie M. Krous or myself while we were sitting there. 
I should judge Mrs. Rosie M. Krous was in the kitchen about five 
minutes. I suppose she went out the front door after that. After 
she went out, Mrs. Katie M. Krous and I stayed there eating lunch. 
We were sitting there for about ten or fifteen minutes, when some¬ 
one else rapped on the door, and Mr. Henry I. Krous came in. 
When he came in he took up a chair. I sat there and told him 
some mistake had been made. He then told me to get out, and I 
got out. I do not know for what purpose he took up the chair, and 
he made no threats. I suppose lie took it up to strike me. No 
one else was there except his wife. Mrs. Katie M. Krous stepped in 
between us and said something to him which I did not under¬ 
stand. T do not know what she said. I went out the front 

44 door. After T went out the front door I went down to O 
Street and around the corner to Sixth Street, and Mr. Krous 

followed me. He then came up to me and wanted to fight. Pie 
asked me whether I was a special officer or not, and I told him i 
was. He then went hack. When I got down on 0 Street, between 
4—2560a 
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Sixth and Seventh Streets, he came up to me again, and asked me 
for my name. I had no paper or pencil, and asked him if he had. 
He said, “Yes,” and I wrote the name down. I gave him the name 
R. J. Hunt. This was not niv own name, but I gave him that 
name, because I did not know that I was under any obligation to 
give him anything at all. I did not think it was necessary to 
give him my name, and so I just gave him the substitute one. It 
was not up to me to give him my name. T do not believe I told 
him that at the time. I had never been to Mrs. Katie M. Krous’ 
house at 1402 Fifth Street, N. AY., before, and I have never been 
there since. I have never met her at any other place outside of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


Redirect examination: 

I am not related to Mrs. Krous at all. Q. Do you recall on the 
occasion Mr. Henrv I. Krous came into the room after his mother 
had previously been there that Mrs. Katie Krous introduced you 
to her husband as her cousin? A. No,* not to my knowledge. He 
asked me what I was doing there and then he picked up a chair 
and Mrs. Krous made some remark which I did not understand 
and do not recall. She did not introduce me as her cousin that T 
know of. I was carried on the rolls as a guard. Q. “Why did you 
tell him you were a special officer?” A. “Because he asked me if 
I was a special office-.” AAdien asked what he was doing in this 
neighborhood this Sunday morning, the witness answered: I wa« 
walking around. T was then living in Afirginia. T had no 
45 business up in that neighborhood. I just happened there. 

I was going in no place in particular except to call on a 
friend of mine who works at the Bureau with me. He lives on 
Quincy Street. I do not know between what other streets, as I am 
not well acquainted with the names of the streets in that section. 
The number of his house is No. $4 Quincy Street, Northwest. Q. 
“What route did you take to go there this summer morning?” A. 
“I walked up 5th Street as far as O and I happened to see Mrs. 
Krous at her window. I happened to pass O Street because I was 
just walking around leisurely and passed the house. I did not 
know before this morning where she lived and met her by pure 
accident. 


Mamie A r . Marceron testified as follows: 

I am 23 years of age and live at 1404 5th Street, N. AV., with 
my husband, my mother and child. My house is immediately 
to the North of the Krous house. I have been living there four 
years. On Sunday July 23, 1911, we heard a disturbance next 
door. AA T e left the table and went to the front window but when 
we got there it was all over. (Rec. 57). Later, Mrs. Krous came 
in and told us all about it. Then a week before that time about 
12 o’clock at night, we had gone to bed, and I heard a shot. I 
got up and went to the side window and looked out and saw a man 
leaving next door. I saw a man go out of the gate. I only saw 
him from the back. 
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“Mr. Colbert: I will now call the witness Robert H. Hunter for 
the purpose of identification. 

Q. Do you know this man? A. No. 

Q. Is this the man you saw come out of that house on the night 
in question, pointing to the witness Robert H. Hunter? A. I could 
not tell you?” 

46 He was a tall broad-shouldered man. T saw this man come 
out of the Krous house 1402 5th Street, N. W., after I had 

retired for the night and after I had been aroused by this shooting. 
There is a little space between the two houses. The drug store 
always closes at midnight, and on this night he was still open. At 
that time Mr. Henry Krous was in Atlantic City. I did not see Mrs. 
Katie Krous on that occasion (Rec. 59). On the Sunday that I 
first spoke of. I saw Mrs. Katie Krous leave the house after that 
occurrence and go up O Street. I saw her again the same evening 
about 6:30 with her two sisters. I saw her face but saw no ap¬ 
pearance of any injury that was visible. 

Cross-examination: 

Mr. Henry I. Krous usually goes to Atlantic City in the summer 
time. The space between our two houses is about two and a half 
feet. This occurrence when I saw this man leave the house was not 
more than two weeks before July 23, 1911. It was about 12 o’clock 
when I heard this shot. I saw nothing except this man coming out 
of the house. T saw him going out of the gate. There was some 
excitement after this shot was fired. This man was very tall and 
broad-shouldered. He was a little taller than Mr. Krous. As to 
his build he was something between Mr. Glassie and Mr. Colbert. 
When I heard this disturbance, it was about one o’clock in the day. 
I went to the front window but did not see anything. Mrs. Rosie 
E. Krous came in and told us. T mean Mrs. Rose Krous (rec. 63). 
Mrs. Rosie E. Krous had been living with Mr. and Mrs. Krous 
for a number of years. She was there when we moved next door 
to them. She came in about 2:30 P. M. I did not see Henry 
Krous that Sundav at all. 

Edward Marceron testified as follows: 

1 am 23 years old and am a Clerk employed by the South- 

47 ern Railway. Referring to an occurrence in July 1911, I 
heard a noise at the front door of the next house. I went to 

the back door and looked out and saw Mr. Krous going out the back 
way. It was about the middle of July and after the 4th of July. 

I recall an occurrence that happened before that some time in July, 
but how many days before I cannot state. I was asleep and my 
wife aroused me. I went to the front window but saw nothing. I 
only know what happened there from what my wife told me. 

Charles J. Murphy testified as follows: 

I don’t think I am familiar with the handwriting of Katie M. 
Krous. I have seen her sign her name but I am not familiar with 
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her handwriting. I have seen her sign her name a dozen times. 
I have seen her sign her name at my desk on numerous occasions, 
but I could not testify as to the genuineness of it for the reason, 
while she would be signing it T would lie walking up and down the 
room or looking out of the window and paid no attention to it. I 
have seen her sign her name a dozen times, hut I would be four 
or five feet away from her when she was doing it. When handed 
the original cross bill, the witness stated; I am not sure that 1 saw 
Mrs. Krous sign the paper. I would call a Notary Public in to 
swear her to the papers that she had signed, but T would lie walking 
up and down the floor or looking out the window. 

Catherine F. Lewis testified as follows: 

I live at 1404 5th Street, and was there in July 1911. On that 
occasion there was some trouble next door. I did not see any of it. 
T saw Mrs. Krous that dav but T did not see anv marks of violence 

t. 

or any bruises on her face. 

4K Cross-examination: 

1 have been living next door to the Krous’ four years this August, 
and have resided there continuously. I was usually at home during 
the evenings in the summer time. There is no light in front of our 
house, but there is one in front of the Krous’. When 1 saw Mrs. 
Katie Krous that Sunday evening her two sisters were with her. \ 
think one is named Mrs. Dale, but 1 do not know the name of the 
other. They were sitting together on the bench. 1 saw him come 
out of the house that Sunday evening, though 1 do not know what 
time it was he left. 1 did not hear or see anything of the trouble 
in there. I was lying down. 


Hose E. Krous. recalled: 

1 am familiar with the handwriting of Katie M. Krous and identify 
her signature attached to the letter offered in evidence. 1 identify 
the envelope which contained the photograph sent me by Katie M. 
Krous. The picture that was in the envelope I have at home. The 
writing on the face of the envelope is in the handwriting of Katie M. 
Krous. 1 identify the postal cards offered in evidence. 1 identify 
three letters all signed by Charles .1. Murphy. At this point Mr. 
Murphy admitted that his signature appeared at the bottom of these 
letters. 
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Michael .T. Colrert testified as follows: 


I have known Mr. Charles J. Murphy for a long time and am per¬ 
fectly familiar with his signature, having seen him write often, 
and T know that //he signature inscribed at the bottom of these three 
letters is Charles .T. Murphy’s signature. 


Rose E. Krous called for further cross-examination: 

49 I got certain letters from Mr. Charles J. Murphy. Thev 

were not threatening letters but annoying letters. He told 
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me to get out of the house and .'■aid he would take the necessary steps 
to put me out. 

Elizabeth T. Daly testified as follows: 

I reside at 57 Bates Street, Northeast, and am the sister of Katie 
M. Krous. I was present when they were married in Baltimore. 
Md., in the Catholic Church called St. Mary’s Star of the Sea. They 
were married July 21, 1903 by Father Whelen, a regularly ordained 
minister of the gospel and a Catholic priest. T was present at the 
wedding. 


Testimony on Behalf of Defendant. 

Elizabeth T. Daly. 

My name is Elizabeth T. Daly, and 1 am a sister of Mrs. Katie M. 
Krous, the defendant in this case. I have been married 14 years, 
and reside with my husband at No. 57 Bates Street, Northwest, 
where we have lived for the past five years. My husband’s name is 
George D. Daly. T am acquained with house No. 1402 Fifth Street. 
Northwest, where my sister, Mrs. Krous, resided, and which is about 
four and a half squares from my residence. T recall Sunday, Julv 
23. 1911. On the Monday preceding that day, Mrs. Katie M. Krous 
came to my house, and stayed there all night. Tuesday evening she 
came over again, and my husband went home with her. She also 
came over to our house on the Thursday previous to July 23. 1911. 
which was the 20th of that month. She came over that Thursday 
evening about 8 o’clock, and stayed until 11 or 11:15. Mv husband 
accompanied her home. He got back about 12 o’clock. He was in 
the habit of going home with my sister. It was sometimes 
50 late in the evenings when Mrs. Krous would start for home. 

< and as she had quite a distance to go. and some of the streets 
were dark, I did not think it proper for her to go home alone, and 
thought it best for my husband to go home with her. Mr. Krous 
was at this time in Atlantic City. Mrs. Krous would spend an even¬ 
ing at our house once or twice a week. My husband usuallv accom¬ 
panied her home. He got back at 12 o’clock on that Thursday 
night. Mr. Daly is about your height (indicating Mr. Murphy) or 
taller. He is broad shouldered and heavy in weight. During the 
Summer of 1911 he wore an old straw Fedora Panama hat. After 
Thursday, July 20, 1911, I next saw Mrs. Katie M. Krous on Sun¬ 
day, July 23, 1911, about 3:30 P. M., at which time she came to my 
house all worked up and crying, saying Mr. Krous had beaten and 
kicked her. She was bruised where Mr. Krous had struck her. 
The bruises were on her body, below the waist. They were of a 
black, blue and greenish nature, and covered her body from each 
hip below the waist. She had severe pains in the head where he had 
hit her. I bathed her injuries with Witch Hazel and Prima Cura. 
The bruises remained on her person about two weeks, during which 
time I attended to them every evening. On Sunday, July 23, 1911, 
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about a quarter to eight Mrs. Krous said she had to go home. So we 
got ready and went to her house, arriving there about 8:30. Mrs. 
Krous went in the house and lit the light. Mr. Krous was in the 
house all the time, but we did not know it. We sat out front on 
the bench until about 8:45, when Mrs. Stockman, a sister of Mrs. 
Krous and myself, came up with her daughter. We stayed there 
until about 11 o’clock, when 1 thought I would go home, and in¬ 
sisted on Katie coming with me. About five minutes after eleven 
Mr. Krous came out of the house. There was no light in the house. 
He came out and passed right by us. He said nothing to us, and 
hurried around the corner. He acted like he was in a hurry to get 

awav. After he came out, 1 asked my sister to come to mv 

51 house. After we left there. Mrs. Stockman and her daughter. 

Mrs. Krous, my child and 1 went up to Mr. Roeben’s, who is a 

friend of Mr. Krous. We went there to see either Mrs. Rosie E Krous 
or Mr. Krous, to see whv Mr. Krous had acted as he did. We all 
went up there together. Mr. Roeben was standing out in his store, 
and Lena Roeben said to my sister she heard she had been doing 
wrong in having a man at the house. T said “For what? Enter¬ 
taining an old acquaintance of the family?” When Mrs. Katie M. 
Krous entered Roeben’s she asked if that old woman was there. She 
did not use the expression “damn.” After my remark about en¬ 
tertaining an old acquaintance, we left the store and came home, 
and Mrs Krous spent the night with me. She lives with me now. 
and ha« been living with me since September 4. 1911. 

Cross-examination: 

This old acquaintance of the family was Robert H. Hunter. He 
had keen a friend of the family six months or more. He has never 
been at my house, hie is a friend of my husband. It is through 
my husband 1 know him. (Rec. 9.) He knows who T am. Q. 
“Did you ever speak to him?” A. “No.” 1 have never spoken to 

him in mv life. Katie Krous told me he was to her house on Julv 
23. (Rec. 9.) Q. “So when Katie Krous told you about his hav¬ 
ing been at the house on that occasion you said he is an old friend 
of the family? A. “1 did not sav friend.” Continuing narrative— 
T said acquaintance. He knows who my sister is. Q. “Does he 
know your other sister?” A. “He knows who she is.” Q. “Is he 
acquainted with her?” A. “He knows who she is.” 1 did not tax 
Mr. Krous on July 23 with having struck my sister. I fix Thurs- 
dav Julv 20 as the dav that mv husband went home with mv sister 
fecause it was so near the 23rd. I do not know where she was on 
the 22nd. Mv house is four or five blocks awav from her house. 

52 George D. Daly. 

My name is George I). Daly, and T reside at 57 Bates Street, north¬ 
east. I am the husband of Mrs. Elizabeth T. Daly who just testified. 
I am a plumber by occupation and have been engaged in that busi¬ 
ness for about 25 vears. I have lived at Bates street since 1906. 
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My house is about seven or eight squares from the house of Mrs. 
Katie M. Krous. Mrs. Katie M. Krous was a frequent visitor at our 
house during the summer of 1911. She % is employed during the 
day, and she usually came over to our house in the evening, some¬ 
time about five-thirty. She would come on an average of two or 
three evenings a week. I would go home with her on these occas¬ 
ions. 1 was at home Sunday, July 23, 1911, and have reason to re 
call that date particularly. It is fixed in my mind because my sister- 
in-law, Mrs. Katie M. Krous, came over to our house crying and said 
that her husband had heat and kicked her. 

I recall the few days previous to July 23, 1911, and 1 recall hav¬ 
ing accompanied Mrs. Katie M. Krous home on the Thursday night 
prior to that date. That was on July 20, 1911. She came to our 
house that evening about eight o’clock and spent the evening there. 
She went home between eleven and twelve and I went with her. 
When we got to the house that night I went to the door with her. 
She said, “Wait a minute until 1 go inside and see if everything is all 
right.” I went up to the vestibule door with her. She went inside 
and went upstairs and came hack and said, “Everything is all right." 
Then I went away. There were no lights in the house and it wa.«» 
about eleven-forty-five p. m. when T left there. I wore a straw hat 
that night in the shape of a fedora. I am about five feet nine 
inches tall, and weigh between 175 and 180 pounds. 

Cross-examination: 

T know Robert H. Hunter and have known him about six 
53 months. He was never at my house. I met him at Sain' 

Patrick’s Church. He was never at Katie M. Krous’ house 
to mv knowledge. Q. “Did he ever visit any member of your 
familv or your wife’s familv sociallv?” A. “I don’t know.” i did 

%/ •' 4 / 4 / 

not know him prior to July 20. 1911. 

Recross-examination: 

That is not the six months previous to July, 1911. T did not 
know him prior to July, 1911. 

George D. Daly recalled. 

When T was on the stand a few moments ago I said I had not 
known Mr. Robert H. Hunter previous to July, 1911. I first met 
him about January, 1911, at St. Patrick’s church, and he was then 
employed in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Reoross-examination: 

I have seen Mr. Hunter several times between January and July, 
1911; I suppose about a dozen times. I have seen him on Four¬ 
teenth street opposite the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. T 
would see him when my business took me down there, and would 
talk with him on these occasions. We would take a drink together 
I did not have a drink with him on each of these dozen occasions. 
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but generally. This was not the extent of my acquaintance with 
him. 1 met him one Sunday going over to Falls Church in a car. 
1 was alone. I do not know whether Robert H. Hunter is married 
or single. 

Mary L. Stockman. 


M v name is Mary L. Stockman, and I reside at 216 Second Street, 
northeast. I am a sister of Mrs. Katie M. Krous. 1 recall Sunday, 
July 23, 1911. and the date is fixed in my mind bv an occur- 
54 rence that happened at my sister's house when I called on her 
that evening. 1 went there about eight-thirty p. m. Mrs. 
Krous did not go inside. We remained outside and engaged in con¬ 
versation on the bench in the yard. 1 saw Mr. Krous come out of 
tlie house at 10:45 p. m. He passed us by without speaking. He 
seemed in a hurry. Mrs. Katie M. Krous, Mrs. Daly and her little 
boy, my daughter and myself then went to Mr. Roe ben’s on Seventh 
Street northwest. We went there as Mrs. Katie M. Krous wished to 
demand an explanation of the actions by Mr. Krous that evening. 
When we got there, just as my sister came to the door she said, 
‘ Where is that old woman?" Mrs. Roel>en said, “What old 
woman?’* Then my sister said again, “that old woman,” and Miss 
Roeben said she was not there. Miss Roehen said, “Katie, 1 think 
vou did wrong." Mv sister said, “How? In what wav?” She 
said, ‘You have a gentleman at your house," and my sister said, “It 
was just an acquaintance of mine." I l>elieve that is what was said. 

• Mr. Robert II. Hunter was not at my sister’s on the night of July 
23, 1911. and I did not see him. I did not hear Mrs. Katie M. 
Krous use any profane language that night at Roeben’s and I was 
in a position to hear everything that was said. I heard no profanity 
whatever. 


Cross-examination: 

1 heard Mrs. Katie Krous say to Miss Lena Roeben that Mr. 
Hunter was an old friend of the family. I never saw Mr. Hunter 
myself and he is not an acquaintance of mine. I never heard my 
sister, Mrs. Daly, speak of him. 

Mary L. Stockmon (2d). 

I am 17 years old and am going to the High School. 1 remember 
the occurrence of July 23. t saw Mr. Krous come out of his house 
about 11-o’clock. He came out quickly. We all then went 
55 to Roeben’s, I suppose, to see if Mrs.- Rose Krous or Mr. 

Krous were coming home that night. I did not go in the 
store but remained on the sidewalk. I heard Katie Krous ask 
where that old woman was. I did not hear what was said. I did 
not hear Katie Krous speak of Mrs. Rose Krous as that damned old 
woman. I did not hear her use any profanitv. 
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Cross-examination: 

After Mrs. Katie Krous went into Roeben’s, I did not hear any 
more ui the conversation that took place inside. 

Katie M. Krous. 

My husband, Henry 1. Krous, left here for Atlantic City on June 
12, 1911. On the morning he left I got up and came down stairs to 
eat my breakfast. lie came to the table and said to me, “Mother is 
going to cook for herself and you for yourself.” I stood up and 
said, “Is that so? 1 will see about that. 1 work all day and she 
sits here all day, and you want me to cook for myself.” I walked 
out to the front door, and he slammed the door in my face. Before 
this, when he arrived at Atlantic City he would always telegraph me 
as soon as he got there. This year he did not. He sent me a postal 
card on the 13th of June. He did not write me any letter this year. 
He sent a postcard. The postcard dated June 13th, addressed to me. 
is the one I refer to. I sent him in reply a very affectionate letter, 
the kind of a letter a good wife should send to her husband. He 
never wrote me a letter the whole time he was away. 1 only received 
postcards. The next communication I had from him is the postcard 
dated June 25th. I received another postcard from him dated June 
30. 1911. 1 received one dated July 5th. This last time my hus¬ 

band was at Atlantic City he never wrote me a letter. 1 wrote that 
letter of .July 17th. The circumstances under which I wrote that 
letter were these: I told him to keep his old postcards if he 
56 couldn’t send me letters. 1 made that reply because I was 
mad at him for sending me postcards instead of letters. He 
had always written me letters before when he was at Atlantic City, 
and that is why T wrote him. I know why he wrote the postcards 
was because he was afraid his mother could not read the letters and 
would not know what was in them. He thought more of his mother 
than he did of me; he was so fascinated with her. His mother was 
first with him. Tt was on the receipt of these postcards offered in 
evidence that T was led to write him the letter of Julv 17th. 

Cross-examination: 

I wrote that letter of July 17th and used the phrases contained 
therein. 


Testimony on Behalf of Cross-Plaintiff . 

Katherine Flynn. 

My full name is Katherine Flynn, and 1 reside at 913 New York 
Avenue, northwest, I know Mr. Henry I. Krous to see him, but 
not by the name of Mr. Krous. 1 know him Mr. King. I know 
him when I see him, and I first saw him on G street, northwest, 
next door to the Typographical Temple, next door to where I was 
living on G Street, between Fourth and Fifth, with Mrs. Swan. I 
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forget the number of the house, hut it was next to the Typographical 

Temple. I saw him there talking to a lady outside of the front 

door. The ladv was Miss Eleanor Norton who lived there is the 

* 

house. 1 lived there too. Miss Norton lived upstairs in the front 
room. I lived downstairs. Mrs. Swan kept the house. I think 
this was about three years ago from November, 1912. 1 am not 

positive; it was either two or three years ago. It was when I was 
living with Mrs. Swan, now Mrs. Harris, on G Street, north- 

57 west. T lived there the whole winter, from September to 
March. During that time when I saw Mr. Krous T did not 

know him by that name. I knew him under the name of Mr. King, 
a lady having told me that was his name. I never saw him inside 
of the house on G Street. I saw him outside of the front door. I 
could not tell you how many times 1 saw him during that period in 
the neighborhood of the house, but only saw him twice with Eleanor 
Norton. 1 have seen him on the streets since. I never saw him in 
the house on G street. I saw him talk to Miss Eleanor Norton near 
the front door of the G street house. I was sitting in the parlor 
when I saw them. My attention was drawn to them by seeing her 
standing at the door with him. I did not hear their conversation. 
I saw them there about seven or seven-thirty o’clock p. m. Thev 
were standing there talking. I could not tell what they were talking 
about. They were standing on the porch in front of the door. I 
think T saw him talk to Miss Norton there about twice. T never saw 
him go inside of the G street house. People could come and go out 
of that house and \ would never see them, because T lived downstairs, 
lie was known at that house as Mr. King. I was told by a girl in 
the house named Elizabeth Gray and also bv Mrs. Swan that hi** 
name was Mr. King. I do not know his purpose in coming to the 
house. I have seen Miss Eleanor Norton since then in the street and 
at different other places, but not to speak to. T have seen her at 
Mrs. Harris’ house on New York Avenue. She was living at Mrs. 
Harris’ at No. 1212 New York Avenue, Northwest, last March. Mrs. 
Harris was formerly Mrs. Swan. I have talked and laughed with 
Miss Norton about different things; just general things. She was 
not intimate with me. I do not know whether she is a married 
woman, or whether she is reputed to be a married woman. She 
went by the name of Miss Norton. 

I saw Miss Norton’s friend, Miss Maud Blodell, with a baby. 
Miss Maud said it was her baby, and Miss Eleanor Norton 

58 said it was her baby. Miss Norton said to me it was her 
baby. They were just joking in the room at Mrs. Harris’. 

Each of them said it was her baby. The baby was not walking. It 

was not over a year old, I think they said. They were both holding 

it at different times while T was in the room. Miss Blodell brought 

it in with her when we were in Mrs. Harris’ house. They came in 

together. T say Miss Blodell brought it in because they both came 

in together and brought it with them. Miss Blodell carried the 

babv. I could not state the whole of the conversation on that oecas- 
* 

ion. I had never seen the baby before that time. T am not a friend 
of Miss Blodell’s. I do not know the ladv onlv to see her there. I 
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never saw her before that time, and only saw her at 1212 New York 
Avenue. I saw her picture on the bureau once. I have never seen 
her since. I saw Miss Blodell’s picture in Mrs. Swan’s room. No 
one was occupying the room in the day time but Mrs. Harris herself. 
T was sitting in there with her when I saw it. I am well acquainted 
with Mrs. Harris. 1 found out that Mr. Krous’ name was not King 
when Mrs. Swan found it out from Miss Elizabeth Gray, the girl 
that had a room with us, or in the same house with us, on G street. 
I could not tell you whether Mr. Krous or Mr. King when he came 
to the G street house on the two occasions referred to was reputed to 
be married or single. I only know what T heard afterwards. I 
did not know he was married when T saw him on G street T first 
learned he was married about a year or so afterwards. I think Miss 
Norton had the second floor front room upstairs. My room was 
downstairs, the back parlor. I was not generally acquainted with 
the people in the House. Miss Gray was a friend of Mis« Norton’s. 
T went to live at Mrs. Swan’s some time last March or April. T was 
with her until she moved from 1212 New York Avenue in December 

during Christmas week T am well acquainted with Mrs. 
30 Swan, or Mrs Harris, and to a certain extent a friend of mine. 

T happened to come here todav because Mr. Murphy told me 
to come. He told me T was compelled to come. T was served with 
a. subpoena last Friday. I came and was told to return. T am a 
clerk in the Palais Koval in the suit department, and have been em¬ 
ployed there since the 3d of this April. T have seen Mr. Krous. 
since T saw him on G street, in Dismer’s last August. I saw him in 
Dismer’s on K street northwest between Seventh and Eighth with an 
elderly lady who T have since learned was his mother. T have seen 
him on the street a number of times. 

4 

Cross-examination: 

I am married but am separated from my husband. I never spoke 
to Mr. Krous in my life. Mrs. Katie Krous showed me his photo¬ 
graphs at Mrs. Harris’ house. Mrs. Krous came to Mrs. Harris’ 
seeking information. I told her I did not know anything about it. 
I had never seen her before and she has never been there since. 
When Mrs. Katie Krous came there we talked about some things. 
She did not ask me anything about his relations with the Norton 
girl. I don’t know whether Miss Blodell, who had this child with 
her, is married or not. They were playing with the child. I don’t 
know who is the father of the child. 

Redirect examination: 

This photograph that you show me is the photograph of the gen¬ 
tleman pointed out to me as Mr. Krous. I identify the photo¬ 
graph. That is the same man T saw on the occasions on G street. 
I identify the photograph as being that of Mr. Krous, the gentle¬ 
man present. I have no doubt about it. 
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Katherine Harris. 

My full name is Katherine Harris and I did live on New 

60 York avenue, but have been living since last Saturday at 
634 Massachusetts avenue, northwest. In March a year ago 

I was living at 1212 New York avenue. I am acquainted with 
Eleanor Norton. I first became acquainted with her while I was 
living at 421 G street. That was three years ago this fall or winter. 
She came to room with me in October or November, 1909, and she 
roomed with me off and on from that time until the Spring of 
1911. She roomed with me at 421 G street until 1 moved away, i 
think it was in January that I moved. Then 1 took an apartment 
at 802 New York avenue. She staved with me there until 1 moved. 
I did not like it there, so 1 took a house at 711 N street, northwest, 
where she stayed two or three weeks. She left me just about this 
time last year. She came with me around November and remained 
with me until some time around Easter of the following year. Dur¬ 
ing the time she lived on G street with me 1 knew the cross-defend¬ 
ant in this suit, Mr. Henry I. Krous, but 1 knew him as Mr. King. 
He was introduced to me as Mr. King. I just met him in the hall, 
going through the hall of my house on G street. I kept a rooming 
house, and lie came there to call on Miss Norton. He called to see 
Miss Norton quite frequently. Miss Norton worked as a mani¬ 
curist in the barber shop under the National Theatre. Mr. Krous, 
or Mr. King, continued to call during all the time 1 remained in 
the G street house, off and on. He was not known as Harry Krous 
during that time. 1 always knew him as Mr. King. I did not 
know then he was a married man. After Miss Norton left me that 
time around Easter she stayed away until the following fall. 1 was 
then living at 1102 Eighth street, northwest. She came to live 
with me in the fall. I got two or three letters from her while she 
was at Atlantic City. She came to my house again some time in No¬ 
vember and staved until May, 1911. 1 moved from there in Jan- 

uary. I lost my mother and moved from there and went to 

61 1212 New York avenue, and Miss Norton came along with 
me there. During her second stay with me from the fall 

of 1910 until the spring of 1911, Mr. King, or Mr. Krous, con¬ 
tinued to call to see her. He came there one night with another 
gentleman, a Mr. Burkhart, and on the following day, or two or 
three days after they were there, she told me she was going to leave. 
She said she was sorry she could not give me any notice, but she had 
to go right away. She told me she was going to leave the next day 
to take an apartment on Fourteenth street over Shinn’s real estate 
office. When she came back that fall to live with me, Mr. Krous, 
or Mr. King, continued to visit her. He called to see her quite fre¬ 
quently. 1 do not know in what capacity lie came to see her. I 
had no parlor. I used the parlor as a sleeping room, and I allowed 
the girls to have company in their rooms, so of course Mr. Krous 
went right up to Miss Norton’s room when he came. She came with 
me when 1 moved to 1212 New York avenue. I cannot say on what 
footing Mr. Krous, or Mr. King, visited Miss Norton. I only know 
what she told me. He was not known to be a married man. I do 
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not know liow they spent their time in her room. She had a room 
to herself; rather a private apartment, three rooms to the apartment. 
Of course, when Mr. King was there the door was always closed. 
I have seen him go out with a pitcher and bring back beef and 
sandwiches. The first time J ever knew Mr. Krous was married was 
when there was some trouble about the house at 1102 Eighth Street, 
Northwest. A lady bought the house and we had to move out. 
Eleanor and this lady had some words. 1 think Eleanor told me 
about it. I had some things in that house that did not belong to 
me, and I wanted to get them. So I called the lady up and she told 
me about the trouble with Eleanor. I said nothing more about it, 


but afterwards she called me up again and told me T was harboring 
a married man in my house. I p to that time I had not 
62 known he was a married man. This happened in the latter 
part of March a year ago. 


While Miss Norton was at 1212 New 


York Avenue she was taken 


sick. I asked her what was the matter with her. and all she would 
sav was that she was very sick. She left rnv house and went to the 
George Washington Hospital. I called twice to see her and told 
her that I would be unable to let her have the room back as T needed 


it for myself. I did not know what was the matter, but she was ill 
at the hospital. 

I recall an incident that happened in Miss Norton's apartment 
while she was with me. One morning quite early I heard my hall 
door close and I saw Mr. Krous coming down the steps. 1 went up 
to Miss Norton’s apartment a little while after that and told her 
she must not keep him there all night. She said Ilennie was 
drinking and was so much intoxicated that he slept on the sofa all 
night. I said, “I cannot help that; do not let it happen again. 
That is not right.” I had not seen him on the night before this 
incident. T heard him the following morning and saw him going 
out the front door. I do not know what time he came in that even¬ 


ing or night, but I saw him going out about six o’clock the follow¬ 
ing morning. He came out of Miss Norton’s apartment early in 
the morning, before she was up. She came back to see me after 
this trouble, when she got back from Atlantic City last year. 1 
have seen Miss Norton with a child at my house. She brought a 
little child to my house and kept it there all the afternoon. T 
should judge the child was about a year old. It was a little girl, 
and they called it Maud. I said to Miss Norton, “My goodness, but 
that child resembles Mr. King,” and she said, “That is just whose 
l>aby it is.” When I said “Mr. King,” I meant Mr. Krous. I al¬ 
ways called him Mr. King. The gentleman I refer to as Mr. King 
is the gentleman sitting across the room from me now, next 
63 to Mr. Colbert. When I spoke to Miss Norton about this 
visitor of hers being a married man, she said yes, but that 
he was divorced from his wife. 


Cross-examination: 

1 first met Miss Norton three years ago this coming fall. That 
would be in the fall of 1909. I could not say exactly the month, but 
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it was October or November. She roomed with me until the follow¬ 
ing Easter. She first came to 4*21 G Street, N. \V. Then I moved 
to 802 K Street, N. W. I then took a small house at 1711 N Street, 
X. W. It was at that house she left me for the first time. 

1 made no objection to Mr. King or Mr. Krous, coming to see 
her. I did not know he was married. In the Spring of 1910 she 
went a wav and remained a wav until the Fall 
back in the Fall she lived with me at 1102 
She lived with me there until last May; that 
she left me again. I moved to 1212 New York Avenue. She went 
there with me. I did not want to take her; I had no small room, 
but 1 made room for her. I had a three-room Oat. Miss Norton 
had my front room. I gave it to her because 1 needed the money 
to help me out with my rent. Mr. Krous called there quite fre¬ 
quently. I could not say how often, but two or three times a week, 
lie came in the evenings and left in the evenings, as far as 1 knew. 
I permitted him to go to Miss Norton’s room; I had no parlor, and 
permitted the girls to receive their men friends in their room. 1 
supposed Miss Norton was all right; l cannot say that she is not all 
right; I don't know. They often invited me to have some of the 
beer they bought. 1 never had any of the beer that was brought in. 
They invited me lots of times, but I did not accept. 

I happened to be here today because I was subpoenaed or 1 would 
not have come. I have talked with Mrs. Henry 1. Krous, 
(>4 and first became acquainted with her when she came to my 
house at 1212 New York Avenue sometime ago. She called 
there to get some information about this case. 1 think so, because 
I saw something in the papers about this case before she came. She 
came and asked me some questions about Mr. Krous. She showed 
me his .photograph and asked me if I could identify it. I said, 
“Yes, that is. Mr. Krous, or. as I knew him, Mr. King.” She came 
to get some information about her husband. I gave her all the in¬ 
formation I could about him. 

It was sometime last March, 1911, that I saw Mr. Krous, or Mr. 
King, come out of my house in the morning. 1 could not tell the 
day or date, it was early in the morning. I do not remember 
whether it was dark or not, but it was in March, and I think it was 
dark. I do not remember whether there were any lights in the hall. 
I discovered him by looking on the top of his head. I saw his face; 
I saw him going out of the hall. I saw the front of his face, as he 
was going out of the hall. He came right through my private hall. 
I pulled my }>ortiere aside, and saw it was he. This was then six 
o’clock in the morning. There was always a light in my room. 
No, 1 do not sleep in the dark. I said nothing to him; just let him 
go on his way. I did not speak immediately to Miss Norton about 
it. 1 waited until she was getting up. I went into her room and 
said, “You must not keep Air. Krous in this house all night.” She 
said, “Well. Mrs. Harris, Hennie was drinking when he came in 
last night, and was so intoxicated that I could not put him out, so 
he slept on the sofa all night.” He must have been in her room, 
since he came out on the same floor, where she was. 1 did not see 
him in the room, but saw him come out. I saw him come out that 


and when she came 
Eighth Street, N. W. 
is, May, 1911, when 


Katie m. krous vs. henry i. krous. 



private hall that she had, and it was the only way he could come 
out or get out of her room where 1 saw him coming from. He came 
out of her room into the private hall by the bath room, and 

65 went on out. It was the only way he could get out. There 
were three rooms and a bath on that floor. There were only 

two sleeping rooms. When I first saw Mr. Krous that night he was 
in my private hall. He had to come out of her room; there is no 
other place to come out of but her room. I used to hear him talk¬ 
ing in her room quite often. He stayed there very late at night. 
I have heard him talking in there when I was in bed. 1 went to 
bed between ten and eleven o’clock. [ do not know what time he 
came in this night. I may have been back in the kitchen washing 
the dishes when he came in. 

I cannot sav just when she was taken sick and went to the hospital. 
She did not come back to my house from the hospital. T did not 
want her back. She came to my house in June when she was going 
to Atlantic City. I judged she left my house to go to the hospital 
in April last year. When she was taken sick at my house she told 
me she was in the familv way. I told her in a nice wav she would' 
have to leave my house. The doctor called on her at rav house, and 
shortly afterwards she went to the hospital. When she came out 1 
told her I had no room for her. I think the doctor was Dr. Roman. 

The baby was brought to my house last spring about a year ago. 
1 should say that baby was about a year old. It was a right good- 
sized baby. It was after that when she went to the hospital, not 
very long afterward. She stayed in the hospital one week and came 
back one day to my house to pack her trunk, and said she was going 
away to Atlantic City. Before she went to the hospital, I do not 
think I noticed her condition. She was not cured when she left 
the hospital. She said she left there localise she could not afford 
to pay for but one week. 

66 The babv was at mv house two or three hours, all after- 

«/ «/ 

noon. I said the babv looked like Hennie. Eleanor Norton 
always called Mr. Krous ‘‘Hennie.” And Eleanor said when I asked 
her, “That is whose babv it is.” When Miss Blodell came in I told 
her what Eleanor had said about him being tbe father of the child 
and she remarked “She had better not tell him so.” I asked Eleanor 
where it had been, and she said she had had it boarding on Fourth 
Street with some friends of hers and she paid $15.00 a month for it. 
We just kept on talking about it like any woman will over a baby, 
and when I asked her who it belonged to she laughed and said it was 
Mr. King’s. That is how she made the remark. Miss Blodell never 
told me it was his child. Miss Norton told me. I only know she 
said it was his child when I said it looked like him. I do not know 
whether he- recognized it as his child or not. Miss Blodell is not a 
friend of mine. She was a friend of Miss Norton’s. I said the baby 
looked like Mr. King, or Mr. Krous, because it did look like him. 
Sometimes you can tell who a vear-old baby resembles. 

On the occasion I testified to when Miss Norton was sick I did not 
notice anything in particular that would indicate she was pregnant. 
I would not have known it if she did not tell me so herself. 
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Dr. Frederick O. Roman. 

My office is 1337 H Street, Northwest. 1 am a regularly licensed 
physician, and 1 have attended Mr. Henry 1. Krous. I have also 
attended Eleanor Norton. I do not remember the date I attended 
her. I have no recollection of it, though 1 keep a record of my deal¬ 
ings with patients. I have no record of her case. She came to my 
of-iee several times. I never kept any record of where she was living. 

I do not know where she lived. I keep some records, but 1 
U7 do not know where Miss Norton lived. She came to my office 
and 1 was paid for the visits. 1 suppose if I called on her 1 
knew where she lived, but I do not remember now where she lived. 
She paid me for the calls. I have no record where I made the calls. 
It was some time ago. I do not remember. 1 do not know what year. 
1 think it was two or three years ago. 1 cannot say whether 1 can fix 
the vear of mv attendance on her bv my record. I called on her on 
Fourteenth street once, and another time on Eighth Street, North¬ 
west. 1 do not remember the date 1 visited Miss Norton. I could 
not tell you. I have no record of it. I do not remember what time 
she was living on Eighth Street. 1 have no recollection of having 
rendered Mr. Krous a bill for services rendered to Miss Norton. 1 do 
not think I did. He did not make a payment to me for professional 
services to Miss Norton. I do not think T have any attendance book 
for the month of April, 1911. I have a card system and refill it 

everv vear. I have no record of the date of mv attendance on Miss 
«/ _ * 

Norton on Fourteenth Street. I do not remember who paid me for 
that service. 1 do not know that Mr. Krous paid me for it. If I did 
know that Mr. Krous paid me for it, I would feel that it was my duty 
— to tell, not to reveal my professional secrets. Even if I knew it 
1 would deem it my duty as a professional man not to tell. 

Cross-examination: 

Mr. Krous never paid me for any services rendered Miss Norton. 
Mv visits were all paid in cash ; therefore I kept no record of them. 

Redirect examination: 

I perform my duty as a physician whether it is credit or cash. I 
keep no records of my treatment of patients. I can — remem- 
H8 ber my treatment of patients in different cases unless it is of a 
very serious, complicated nature. I keep no memorandum of 
the treatments I make of visits 1 pay. I am not connected with any 
hospital in this city. 

I have treated Mr. Krous as a physician from time to time for 
several vears. 

c 


Eleanor Norton. 

My name is Eleanor Norton, and I am the co-respondent in this 
suit of Katie E. Krous versus Henry I. Krous. I am not represented 
by counsel in this hearing. I did have counsel in the beginning, 
Mr. George H. McDonald, but he has withdrawn from my defense in 
this case. 
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Being asked “Did you ever live at No. 11 Grant Place, N. W., in 
this City?’’ witness answered, 1 refuse to answer all questions that 
you ask me in this case. I stand on my rights. T refuse to answer 
whether I ever lived at 421 G Street, Northwest. I refuse to answ er 
wdiether I ever lived at 428 New 7 York Avenue, Northwest. I refuse 

to answer whether I know 7 Mrs. Katherine Harris. T do not see anv 

«/ 

use of your asking me these questions. I am not going to answ 7 er 
them. I refuse to answer w 7 hether I ever worked at the National 
Hotel Barber Shop. 

Mildred E. Ferry. 

I am the wife of Dr. John Perry. I reside at No. 1364 Columbia 
Road. I resided at No. 11 Grant Place, Northwest about four years 
ago. 1 am acquainted with Miss Eleanor Norton and have seen her 
here today. Miss Eleanor Norton was a roomer in my house. She 
had a sort of sitting room with me, with a couch bed in it. She had 
one room. While she lived there she had someone come to see her 
in the capacity of a caller. The caller was Mr. Krous. Mr. Krous’ 
first name is Henry. Miss Eleanor Norton called him “Hen- 

69 nie.’’ I cannot remember how 7 frequently he called at my 
house on Grant Place. He used to call over there once or 

twice a week; possibly three times. I cannot remember over what 
period of time these visits continued. She lived with me possibly 
five or six months. I did not know 7 at that time that Mr. Krous was 
a married man. Miss Eleanor Norton would receive Mr. Krous w hen 
he called in her bedroom, which was fixed up as a sitting room. The 
circumstances under which Miss Norton left mv house were that I 
simply decided I would not have any more ladies at my house. 

Testimony in Rebuttal. 

Mary E. Toombs testified as follows: 

My name is Mary E. Toombs. I reside at 436 1 Street, Southwest. 
I have been married one year for the second time. I w T as first mar¬ 
ried about tw 7 enty-eight years ago. I know 7 the woman called Kath¬ 
erine Harris. She w 7 as named Kate Hogan, and after that was 
know 7 n as Mrs. Sw 7 an. 1 w 7 as born and raised in Foggy Bottom with 
her. That is in the neighborhood of 25th and F Streets, near the 
gas works. Mrs. Harris and I w 7 ere girls together. I was married 
when I was only 14 years old. My first boy was born when 1 w 7 as 
16, and that w r as five or six months after she went dow 7 n town. She 
went to the house of a woman named Sue Van Sciver. Mrs. Van 
Sciver was a woman who had lived in Foggy Bottom and she went 
crazy and set the house on fire. Mrs. Harris w 7 as an inmate of a 
house of prostitution. After she left Mrs. Van Sciver’s house she 
w 7 ent to the Dutch Corral; another house of the same kind. She was 
also an inmate of a house run by Kate Crowley, but she had a fight 
there and she put her out. That was also a house of prostitution. 
Mr. Sw 7 an, the supposed husband of Mrs. Swan was a base 

70 ball man. He took her out of this house and took her to 
New 7 York, and that was the last T saw of her until she came 

6—2560a 
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buck to Washington. She lias been back about 14 years. I have 
known her since her girlhood. I know lots of people who know her, 
and know her reputation for truth and veracity. She would not pay 
God Almighty. If God Almighty was on earth she would beat him. 

Q. “What is her reputation in the community for truth and ve¬ 
racity?” A. “She is the biggest liar God ever put on earth.*' Her 
reputation in that respect is bad. I would not believe her on oath 
and other people would not either. 

Cross-examination: 

I never had any trouble at all with Mrs. Harris. Only little family 
affairs, just between her and 1. I thought she was to be here today, 
and that is the reason 1 hurried up here. If you want to know what 
the trouble was, she said I was a bastard. She didn’t know where 1 
was born nor nothing else. She belonged on K Street, and plenty 
of people can tell you all about the Italians in K Street Market that 
she had running there. I don’t know exactly how I happened to be 
a witness here today. 1 guess it was because I had heard so much 
talk about this case, so 1 thought I would come up and tell what 1 
knew. I don’t live in Foggy Bottom now. 

Q. How did you happen to be a witness here today? A. 1 was 
just talking to a young lady, and she immediately brought up the 
subject. The young lady was Miss Ella Norton. I used to visit her 
at 1212 New York Avenue. I used to visit Mrs. Swan or Mrs. Harris 
last winter. When I was there, some girl at the hospital called up 
on the phone and said she would bring her to the hospital. 1 saw 
Ella Norton once after she came back from Atlantic City last sum¬ 
mer. T saw T her on New’ York Avenue with Mrs. Margaret Flinn. 

T told Ella T was willing to come here and do anything I 

71 could for her. It was the very day Mrs. Krous had just left 

Mrs. Harris’ house. 1 heard the conversation, and Mrs. Har¬ 
ris said she w’asn’t going to make a fool of herself bv coming here 
unless she got something for it. I couldn’t say how’ long ago that 
w’as. I stopped visiting Mrs. Harris about two months ago. 1 don’t 
know T Mr. Krous and I don’t know his wife. I couldn’t tell you 
where Ella Norton is now. Mrs. Harris’ name ain’t Harris; it is Kate 
Hogan. I don’t know’ whether she is married or not. If she was 
married, she w T as married in the last couple of months. I know she 
w’as in a house of prostitution because she wanted me to go with her. 
and I would have, if I could have gotten ready in time. My own 
dear cousin went with her. and that is how’ I know’. She was in 
several houses. I know she was in the other houses because mv 
cousin and she used to visit us regular. I have been a friend of Mrs. 
Harris until the last two months. If I can catch her, I’ll beat her. 
I am not big for nothing. 1 weigh 225 pounds, and my husband 
weighs 110, but he’s got the money to pay my fine, and if I get 
ldcked up, he’ll bail me out. I have got a little piece of paper to 
show’ that I’m married. 

72 The following exhibits constitute the correspondence re¬ 
ferred to in the testimonv of Mrs. Rosie E. Krous. 



KATIE M. KROUS VS. HENRY I. KROUS. 


43 


August 1, 1911. 

Mrs. Rosie E. Krous, No. 1914 7tli Street N. \V., Washington, D. C. 

Dear Madam : On behalf of Mrs. Katie M. Krous, 1 beg to notify 
you to remove your furniture and effects from my client's property, 
Number 140*2 Fifth Street, Northwest, within a reasonable time from 
the receipt of this notice. 

As Mrs. Krous is employed during the day, please have the furni¬ 
ture removed after six o’clock in the evening, and please have the 
same removed not later than Thursday next. 

Yours truly, 

(Signed) CHARLES J. MURPHY. 

August 3, 1911. 

Mrs. Rosie E. Krous, No. 1914 7th Street N. W., Washington, I). C. 

Dear Madam : Your letter of the 2nd instant received. While 
your statement therein contained that Mrs. Katie M. Krous is not 
the sole owner of premises No. 1402 Fifth Street. Northwest, may 
be correct, she would nevertheless have the right, as the owner of 
an undivided interest in said property, to require the removal of 
your furniture therefrom, and I must, therefore, insist on behalf of 
mv client that the same be removed without further delav. 
Respectfullv yours, 

(Signed) ' ' CHARLES J. MURPHY. 

August 9, 1911. 

Mrs. Rosie E. Krous, 1914 7th Street N. W.. Washington, D. C. 
Dear Madam : 1 am informed bv Mrs. Katie M. Krous that vou 

«. c 

have not yet removed your furniture from her property No. 1402 
Fifth Street, Northwest, as vou were notified to do on August 3. 
1911. 

I beg to advise you that premises No. 1402 Fifth Street, North¬ 
west, will l>e left open for you to remove said furniture at any hour 
during the day that may suit your convenience on either Thursday 
or Friday of this week, and I further beg to inform you that if said 
furniture is not removed from said premises by Friday even- 

73 ing, August 11th, 1911, at six o’clock, P. M., my client will 
take the necessary steps to have the same removed at once. 

Yours truly, 

(Signed) ‘ CHARLES J. MURPHY. 

74 The following exhibits constitute the correspondence re¬ 
ferred to in the testimony of Mrs. Catherine M. Krous. 


Post Cards from Henry /. Krous to Catherine M. Krous. 

Atlantic City, June 25, HI. 

Hello Kid: It has been raining, all day, and very cool very 
small crowd. T am feeling fine. 

H. 
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Atlantic City, June 30, ’ll. 

Hello Kid: It ha* been very warm here this week but today is 
nice and cool. Bin crowd down. 1 am feeling fine and getting tan. 

H. 

Atlantic City, July 5, 11. 
Hello Kid: 1 am well. Terrible warm here. 

H. 

Atlantic City, July 9, ’ll. 
Hello Kid: Yerv warm today and a big crowd down. 

H. 


Pont Cord from Catherine M. Kroon to Henry I. Kroon. 

July 9, ’ll. 

Hello Boutz: Half holiday, feel quite lonesome without you. It 
is terrible warm here and Oil! you month of August how I wish 
von were here. Mr. Jones and Thomas were asking for you today. 

“KID.” 


To Letter of Catherine M. Kroon to Henry 1. Krous. 

Postmarked July 19, 1911. 

You keep your old sarcastic post cards & don’t send me another 
one you are only sending me them so that she can read what you 
write now don't think I am a fool to not understand it. you are 
such a scare crow, but don't think for a moment 1 am. the sticking 
plaster is still here of course you are aware of the fact Now remem¬ 
ber what I say stick them up your behind as far as vou can for if 
vou write one to me again I will return it. 

Mrs. CATHERINE KROUS. 

76 'Uhe aforegoing being a true and complete statement, in 

condensed form of the whole of the testimony adduced on 
behalf of the respective parties as the same was heard and consid¬ 
ered in this Court, the same is hereby approved and certified and 
made a part of the record in this case for the purposes of appeal, 
this 15th day of May, A. T>. 1913, being signed in duplicate. 

JOB BARNARD, Justice . 


| Endorsed:] Equity No. 30,407. Henry I. Krous vs. Catherine 
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Endorsed on cover: Distinct of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
*2560. Katie M. Krous, appellant, vs. Henry I. Krous. Court of 
Appeals, District of Columbia.- Filed May 19, 1913. Henry W. 
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